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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. CUELLAR). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 13, 2019. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable HENRY 
CUELLAR to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

NANCY PELOSI, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 3, 2019, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties. All time shall be 
equally allocated between the parties, 
and in no event shall debate continue 
beyond 11:50 a.m. Each Member, other 
than the majority and minority leaders 
and the minority whip, shall be limited 
to 5 minutes. 

f 

I RISE TO DEFEND DACA 
RECIPIENTS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. GREEN) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
and still I rise. And still I rise because 
I love my country. 

And today I rise to defend those who 
are recipients of the DACA program. I 
rise to defend these young people be-
cause, unfortunately, bigotry is being 
weaponized against them. 

I rise because the Chief Executive Of-
ficer has indicated that there are hard-

ened criminals among them, but he 
does it in such a way as to demean and 
defame all of them. He does it on the 
day that the Supreme Court of the 
United States of America is consid-
ering a case with reference to DACA re-
cipients. 

I rise to defend them. These are 
young people who came to this country 
at a very early age. They did not come 
of their own volition. These are young 
people who have been screened and vet-
ted. These are young people who have 
gone on to get good educations. These 
are young people who are contributing 
to our society. 

So I rise to defend the DACA recipi-
ents. I rise because I understand what 
is going on. This Chief Executive Offi-
cer is not going to stop. This is just an-
other phase of his attempts to 
weaponize bigotry, hatred, racism. 

He did it with the Muslim ban, 
weaponizing religion. He did it with the 
s-hole countries, weaponizing race. He 
did it with some ‘‘fine people’’ among 
those in Charlottesville where a woman 
lost her life, weaponizing anti-Semi-
tism. 

And he has done it repeatedly and 
will not stop. He went on to do it with 
the ban on transgender persons in the 
military, weaponizing homophobia. 

This is not going to stop. We must 
move to impeach this President. 

I am proud to say that history, now, 
is going to record that, on this day, 
witnesses appeared to give testimony 
with reference to why the President 
should be impeached. That is how the 
testimony is going to be presented. 

I am not proud that this is hap-
pening. I love my country. I don’t want 
this to happen in my country. 

I didn’t come to Congress to be a part 
of an impeachment effort against the 
President, but when a President at-
tempts to weaponize race, bigotry, xen-
ophobia, Islamophobia, homophobia, 
that President ought to be impeached— 
and he will be. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

IMPEACHMENT MUST NOT BECOME 
WEAPONIZED 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. MITCHELL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. Speaker, the 
House of Representatives most cer-
tainly faces a vote to impeach the 
President before the end of this year. I 
urge my colleagues to carefully and de-
liberately contemplate this next step 
in their votes. 

The Constitution provides great lati-
tude to this body in impeaching a 
President. It is up to us, all 435 of us in 
this Chamber, to determine what con-
stitutes a ‘‘high crime and mis-
demeanor,’’ and those determinations 
clearly vary greatly among us. 

As we cast those votes, we must con-
sider our place in history and the im-
plications of those votes in the future 
of this Republic. 

Alexander Hamilton warned of the 
risks of impeachment becoming a par-
tisan act. In Federalist No. 65, he wrote 
of his fear that, during impeachment, 
‘‘ . . . there will always be the greatest 
danger that the decision will be regu-
lated more by comparative strength of 
parties, than by the real demonstra-
tions of innocence or guilt.’’ I fear the 
proceedings have not heeded this warn-
ing. 

Impeachment was never designed to 
be a supplemental election process but, 
rather, a safety valve to be used in the 
rarest of occasions when an elected of-
ficial acts in such an immoral and bla-
tantly unlawful manner as to threaten 
the very basis of our Republic. 

I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to remember this as they as-
sess the interviews, depositions, and 
hearings that are unfolding today and 
their impending vote on impeachment. 
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Impeachment must not become 

weaponized. It cannot simply be an-
other election tool. 

The question before this body is not 
whether a Member is comfortable with 
the rhetoric of the President, his polit-
ical tactics, his use of Twitter, his pol-
icy choices, or his political rallies. The 
question is: Have high crimes and mis-
demeanors been committed? And if so, 
they must be prepared to demonstrate 
that specifically. 

I urge the Speaker of the House to 
ensure that each Member, should they 
desire, be afforded time, 5 minutes per 
Member, during debate on impeach-
ment to explain his or her view and im-
pending vote. It is critical the Amer-
ican people, who will be watching 
closely, be afforded an opportunity to 
see and hear those views. 

Impeachment must not be based upon 
polling data, election advantages, or 
social media commentary. It must be 
based upon clear and compelling facts. 
To do anything else threatens our Re-
public. 

I intend to approach this matter in 
just that way. I will uphold my oath 
and vote as the circumstances require. 

But this judgment also must not be 
preordained based on political party or 
political maneuvering by anyone serv-
ing in this Chamber. 

f 

NATIONAL APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 
2019 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
North Carolina (Ms. FOXX) for 5 min-
utes. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, this week, we celebrate the 
fifth year of National Apprenticeship 
Week, a week dedicated to showcasing 
the impact that apprenticeship pro-
grams have on preparing Americans for 
the jobs of today and tomorrow. 

Our Nation has 7 million unfilled 
jobs. A 2018 survey of U.S. employers 
showed that nearly half of all job cre-
ators struggle to hire employees with 
the right skills for the job. 

Apprenticeships offer one of the 
strongest solutions to closing the skills 
gap and strengthening the American 
workforce. That is why Republicans on 
the Committee on Education and Labor 
are committed to expanding appren-
ticeship opportunities nationwide. 

According to the Department of 
Labor, 94 percent of apprentices retain 
employment after completing an ap-
prenticeship program, and the average 
starting salary after completion is 
$70,000. 

Apprenticeships help integrate the 
education system with the workforce 
development system, which allows all 
students to be better prepared to com-
pete successfully in the 21st century 
economy. 

f 

ALABAMA A&M 50TH 
ANNIVERSARY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. BROOKS) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the 50th 
anniversary of Alabama Agricultural 
and Mechanical University. 

The school was originally established 
not long after the Civil War, in 1873, by 
the legislature of the State of Ala-
bama. Through the tireless efforts of 
the first principal and president, Wil-
liam Hooper Council, the Huntsville 
Normal School opened on May 1, 1875, 
with an appropriation of $1,000 per 
year. It had 61 students and two in-
structors. 

In 1885, because of its success with in-
dustrial education, the Alabama Legis-
lature changed its name to the State 
Normal and Industrial School in 
Huntsville. 

In 1891, the name was again changed 
to the State Agricultural and Indus-
trial Institute for Negroes, and a new 
location was provided at Normal, Ala-
bama. 

In 1969, the school became a fully ac-
credited member of the Southern Asso-
ciation of Colleges and Schools, and its 
name was changed to Alabama Agricul-
tural and Mechanical University, the 
name that it has today. 

In the 50 years since its university 
designation and establishment of the 
foundation, Alabama Agricultural and 
Mechanical University has grown to 
encompass widely respected programs 
in engineering, computer science, busi-
ness, food sciences, agricultural and 
animal sciences, and education, as well 
as Ph.D. programs in plant and soil 
science, food science, physics, and 
reading. 

Today, Alabama A&M University is 
comprised of over 70 buildings and 
more than 1,000 acres, is home to more 
than 6,000 students, is a designated 
Gold Military Friendly institution, and 
serves as a regional State, national, 
and international resource, while 
maintaining its mission of educating 
the underserved and uplifting the peo-
ple of Alabama, the Nation, and the 
world through its excellence in edu-
cation. 

On a more personal note, my mother, 
Betty Brooks, is a proud graduate of 
Alabama A&M University, having re-
ceived her master’s degree there. I 
thank Alabama A&M for helping her to 
successfully serve for a quarter of a 
century as a Lee High School govern-
ment and economics teacher. 

In sum, I am, and all of the State of 
Alabama is, proud of Alabama A&M 
University’s accomplishments and wish 
Alabama A&M a happy 50th anniver-
sary as a fully accredited university. 

Go Bulldogs. 
May their future success in helping 

prepare, train, and educate our youth 
be as great and productive as their 
past. 

f 

CONGRATULATING COLONEL AN-
THONY POLASHEK ON 32 YEARS 
IN THE AIR FORCE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate Colonel Anthony 
Polashek on his retirement from the 
U.S. Air Force after 32 years of service. 

Colonel Polashek graduated from Coe 
College in Cedar Rapids, Iowa, an offi-
cer training school, before commis-
sioning into the Air Force. 

During his long career, Colonel 
Polashek’s deployments included Oper-
ation Desert Shield and Desert Storm 
and Operation Iraqi Freedom and En-
during Freedom. By the end of his dis-
tinguished career, he logged more than 
5,800 flight hours as a command pilot, 
more than 500 of which were in combat. 

Since 2016, Colonel Polashek has 
served as commander of the 934th Air-
lift Wing, located at Minneapolis-St. 
Paul International Airport Air Reserve 
Station, overseeing 12 squadrons with 
more than 1,400 airmen. 

Minnesota has been fortunate to have 
such an accomplished member of our 
Nation’s Armed Forces lead the charge 
and train our airmen and -women of to-
morrow. 

Again, we congratulate Colonel 
Polashek on his retirement, and we 
wish him the best as he moves to his 
next chapter. 

RECOGNIZING NANCY LIBERSKY’S LIFETIME OF 
SERVICE TO THE SMALL BUSINESS COMMUNITY 
Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 

today to recognize the Small Business 
Administration’s Minnesota district di-
rector, Nancy Libersky, on her retire-
ment. 

District Director Libersky has served 
our great State of Minnesota for 28 
years. She will be missed. 

Nancy’s time at the SBA in Min-
nesota began in 1994 as the regional 
manager for SBA’s Twin City’s inter-
national trade programs. In this capac-
ity, Nancy helped hundreds of Min-
nesota businesses compete in the glob-
al marketplace. 

At the same time, Nancy also served 
as an adjunct instructor at Saint Paul 
College and was appointed by the U.S. 
Secretary of Commerce to sit on the 
Minnesota District Export Council. 

Mr. Speaker, we thank Nancy for al-
most three decades of service to Small 
Business Minnesota, and we wish her 
the best in her retirement. 

THE WALL FAMILY, MINNESOTA FAMILY 
BUSINESS AWARD OF 2019 RECIPIENT 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to congratulate the Wall family 
of Highland Bank in St. Michael, Min-
nesota, for receiving the 2019 Min-
nesota Family Business Award. 

The Walls have proudly owned and 
operated the bank for more than four 
decades, serving as a lifeline for their 
customers and their community. 

As a small financial institution, the 
financial crisis took its toll on High-
land and families in and around St. Mi-
chael. Nevertheless, the Wall family 
persevered and led their bank and their 
community during a very difficult eco-
nomic time. 

The resiliency and community-fo-
cused nature of banks like Highland 
are essential to helping Minnesotans 
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and Americans pursue and achieve 
their American Dream. Family-owned 
institutions like the Highland Bank 
understand the needs of their neighbors 
and business owners and, in turn, em-
power families and local economies on 
Main Streets across our country. 

I congratulate the Highland Bank 
and the Wall family on their recogni-
tion and thank them for all they do for 
St. Michael and Minnesota’s Sixth Con-
gressional District. 

b 1015 

RECOGNIZING THE CENTENNIAL OF THE 
MINNESOTA FARM BUREAU 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to wish the Minnesota Farm Bu-
reau Federation a very happy 100th 
birthday. 

For 100 years, the Minnesota Farm 
Bureau has been an ally and advocate 
for growers, ranchers, and producers 
across the 87 counties in Minnesota. 
Even after a century of work, the Min-
nesota Farm Bureau remains the lead-
ing voice for farmers, their families, 
and the agriculture community at 
large. 

I want to give a special thanks to 
Minnesota Farm Bureau President 
Kevin Paap and Vice President Dan 
Glessing, both of whom go above and 
beyond to advocate for their members. 

I would also like to recognize Amber 
Hanson Glaeser, the bureau’s director 
of public policy, who always keeps our 
office apprised of the challenges facing 
our agricultural families and their 
community. 

It has been an honor to work with ev-
eryone at the Minnesota Farm Bureau 
throughout my time in Congress, and I 
am grateful for the opportunity to wish 
them all a happy 100th birthday. 

HONORING THE LIFE OF STACY MANNING AND 
HER LEGACY OF HELPING FAMILIES 

Mr. EMMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to honor the life of Stacy Man-
ning from Zimmerman, Minnesota. 

Stacy tragically passed away earlier 
this year, leaving behind a legacy of 
compassion and support for Minnesota 
families working through the process 
of adoption. 

Stacy and her husband, Pat, had 
three children of their own when they 
decided to adopt three more. While 
working to meet the challenges that 
adoption can bring with a family of six, 
Stacy realized that other adoptive par-
ents were experiencing many of the 
same challenges. 

Stacy wanted to help, so she estab-
lished Hope Connections, a support net-
work designed to connect with families 
for adoption coaching and education. 

Stacy’s work touched the lives of 
thousands of families across this coun-
try. 

This week, Stacy’s family is in Wash-
ington to honor her memory and re-
ceive the Angels in Adoption award 
that Stacy earned for the work that 
she believed in so deeply. 

Stacy may no longer be with us, but 
her spirit and Hope Connections’ mis-
sion lives on through her son Andrew, 

who continues her legacy in assisting 
those experiencing the challenges that 
adoption can bring. 

Stacy’s impact on so many Minneso-
tans will never be forgotten. 

f 

CELEBRATING ACCOMPLISHMENTS 
OF WOMEN IN TECHNICAL AND 
MANUFACTURING FIELDS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. VEASEY) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. VEASEY. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow 
is National Women in Apprenticeship 
Day, and today I celebrate the accom-
plishments of all women who are work-
ing in the nontraditional technical and 
manufacturing fields. 

During World War II, we saw women 
across the Nation flock to factories to 
fill technical and manufacturing jobs 
that were vacated by men leaving to 
fight for our country. We saw it in Fort 
Worth at what is now the Lockheed 
Martin plant—just some great pictures 
that capture that time period that still 
exist today. 

But, nearly 70 years later, we are 
struggling to give women equal rep-
resentation in these fields. 

That is why my fellow co-chair of the 
Blue Collar Caucus, Representative 
BRENDAN BOYLE, and I are proud to in-
troduce the Women in Apprenticeship 
and Nontraditional Occupations 
Amendment Act that will break em-
ployment barriers that face women of 
all races and backgrounds entering 
into technical and manufacturing oc-
cupations. 

Because the best way we can cele-
brate National Women in Apprentice-
ship Day is by taking action to ensure 
that all Americans have a fair shot at 
entering our workforce and achieving 
the American Dream. 

I also want to thank my colleague, 
Congresswoman JACKIE SPEIER, for her 
work on the legislation that we will 
vote on later this week, the Rosie the 
Riveter Congressional Gold Medal Act 
of 2019, which will honor any female in-
dividual who held employment or vol-
unteered in support of the war efforts 
during the World War II time period 
back in the 1940s. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NECCO FOSTER 
CARE OF KENTUCKY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. COMER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Necco Foster Care 
of Kentucky, an organization with of-
fices across Kentucky’s First Congres-
sional District and the Commonwealth. 

Necco works tirelessly to place thou-
sands of children with supportive and 
caring families. With foster parents 
from all walks of life and a variety of 
backgrounds, the organization ensures 
that each child is matched with a lov-
ing, stable, and comfortable home. 

The organization was recently recog-
nized as a 2019 Angels in Adoption hon-
oree. 

Necco offers supportive community 
living for young adults and intensive 
home-based treatment for families. 
Through programs like these, Necco 
shows itself to be a diligent, compas-
sionate guiding hand to society’s most 
vulnerable. 

The staff at Necco helps children in 
both rural and urban settings as well as 
those in the juvenile justice popu-
lation. By providing these services, 
Necco is improving the lives of those 
most in need while also setting the 
foundation for a brighter future for 
coming generations of Kentuckians. 

On behalf of my constituents, I con-
gratulate Necco and its staff in their 
efforts to make the dream of a family 
a reality for many children in need. 

CONGRATULATING DEAN OWEN FOR BEING 
AWARDED THE HIRE VETS MEDALLION AWARD 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
applaud my friend, Mr. Dean Owen, for 
being awarded and recognized last 
week by the Department of Labor’s 
HIRE Vets Medallion Awards Program. 

This program focuses on bringing our 
Nation’s veterans back to the work-
force and equipping them with the 
skills they need to excel at home after 
serving our country across the world. 

As a resident and business owner in 
the First Congressional District of 
Kentucky, Dean Owen has gone above 
and beyond to invest in recruiting, em-
ploying, and retaining our Nation’s fin-
est through his professional account-
ant services firm in Paducah, my dis-
trict’s largest city. 

The rigorous criteria by which a 
HIRE Vets Medallion is earned speaks 
to the remarkable dedication Dean reg-
ularly displays in his mission to ad-
vance veteran careers. 

I want to thank Dean once again for 
being a valuable, caring, and ambitious 
figure in my district. With constitu-
ents like Dean, there is no question as 
to why I am proud to stand here today 
and represent the First Congressional 
District of Kentucky. 

CONDUCT THE BUSINESS OF THE PEOPLE 

Mr. COMER. Mr. Speaker, this must 
be a proud day for many Washington 
Democrats: the beginning of their 
quest to impeach our duly-elected 
President of the United States, with 
wall-to-wall coverage from all the 
major media networks of this circus of 
an event. 

But I, again, rise today to implore 
the Speaker of the House, NANCY 
PELOSI, to conduct the business of the 
people. 

The people of America elected all 435 
of us to do the things that they expect 
Congress to do—real business, not the-
ater. And the business that the people 
expect us to do, of the utmost impor-
tance today, would be to ratify the 
USMCA and to take up the demand to 
try to have some type of prescription 
drug reform legislation passed before 
the end of the year. 

But, instead of doing these two most 
essential acts that Congress should be 
taking up to represent the people of 
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America, we have, instead, the major-
ity party conducting baseless impeach-
ment hearings. 

I conclude again by calling on NANCY 
PELOSI and the majority party to do 
the things the American people actu-
ally want Congress to do. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will remind all persons in the 
gallery that they are here as guests of 
the House and that any manifestation 
of approval or disapproval of pro-
ceedings is in violation of the rules of 
the House. 

f 

FUND THE MILITARY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Wisconsin (Mr. STEIL) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, there are 8 
days until our military funding runs 
out. Instead of funding the military, 
the House is kicking the can down the 
road. Instead of bringing stability to 
our servicemembers, House Democratic 
leadership is focused on a partisan im-
peachment process. 

Our men and women in uniform de-
serve better than this. They deserve to 
have their mission, training, weapons, 
and equipment properly funded. 

However, next week, when we reach 
the funding deadline, we will likely 
vote on a continuing resolution, a CR. 
A CR is not a thoughtful approach to 
support our servicemembers. A CR 
maintains current spending levels for 
the military and continues this cycle 
of uncertainty for our servicemembers. 

While better than a shutdown, there 
are real-world consequences to simply 
passing a CR: 

The Air Force is short 2,100 pilots. A 
CR does not provide the Air Force with 
new funding to train new pilots to fill 
these positions. 

A CR prevents the Army from build-
ing 4,000 housing units for its members. 

A CR forces the Navy to cancel ship 
maintenance periods and undermines 
critical training programs. 

This is a dangerous funding cycle 
that jeopardizes our servicemembers’ 
safety and their ability to protect our 
country. 

Once again, our Federal spending 
process is broken, and it has gotten us 
into this mess. Let’s stop the partisan 
politics. Let’s focus on supporting our 
military. And let’s work to fix the bro-
ken spending process here in Wash-
ington. 

Mr. Speaker, we must never allow 
our servicemembers and their mission 
to be put at risk again. 
RECOGNIZING 100 YEARS OF THE WISCONSIN FARM 

BUREAU 

Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize 100 years of the Wisconsin 
Farm Bureau. For a century, the Wis-
consin Farm Bureau has supported 
farmers in Wisconsin. 

Agriculture is a Wisconsin tradition. 
Generations of Wisconsinites have 
dedicated their life to farming and 
feeding our State and the world. From 
milk to cheese, from sweet corn to soy-
beans, from cranberries to whey, our 
proud, hardworking Wisconsin farmers 
are there. 

I thank the Wisconsin Farm Bureau 
for helping Wisconsin become and re-
main America’s dairyland. 

Happy 100 years. 
CONGRATULATING UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN 

WOMEN’S HOCKEY TEAM ON FIFTH NATIONAL 
CHAMPIONSHIP 
Mr. STEIL. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 

to congratulate the University of Wis-
consin women’s hockey team on win-
ning their fifth national championship 
in program history. 

They beat the Minnesota Gophers 2– 
0 to win their first national champion-
ship in 8 years. Kristen Campbell did 
not give up a goal, and it was her 11th 
shutout of the season. To make the vic-
tory better, we beat our rival, Min-
nesota. 

The Badgers’ women’s hockey team 
is visiting my office and the White 
House to celebrate this success. 

Congrats to the University of Wis-
consin women’s hockey team for their 
hard-earned victory. The Badger State 
is proud of them. On, Wisconsin. 

f 

HONORING CHIEF OF STAFF RYAN 
THOMPSON 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WRIGHT) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, what are 
the best things an American can do for 
his or her country? 

Public service, military service, com-
munity service. 

What does a true public servant look 
like? 

Someone who possesses exemplary 
character, integrity, and inspires con-
fidence. Someone who has the network 
of relationships on both sides to be 
both respected and effective. 

How do you honor a man who gave 20 
years to the United States Government 
and the House of Representatives, the 
United States Marine Corps Infantry, 
and dedicated his free time to bringing 
Democrats and Republicans together in 
the name of charity? 

Ryan Thompson, my trusted chief of 
staff and dear friend, who sits here 
with me, joins us on the House floor for 
the final time today. 

He has accompanied me and our 
former boss to the floor countless 
times and always helped us look and do 
our best. Today is different, though, 
because this is his moment. 

Mr. Speaker, there are proud mem-
bers of the United States Marine Corps 
and there are proud graduates of Texas 
A&M University—Texas Aggies. 

Occasionally, God blesses the world 
by combining both of those things in 
one person. Such is the case with Ryan 
Thompson. 

Ryan is a proud, sixth-generation 
Texan of the Aggie variety, who serves 

as a past president of the Texas State 
Society. A true philanthropist, Ryan 
has dedicated thousands of hours over 
the past decade to organizing the bi-
partisan, bicameral Congressional 
Baseball Game, which raises millions 
of dollars for local charities each year. 

Furthermore, Ryan founded and 
leads the Congressional Sports for 
Charity Foundation, which was created 
to ensure that the Congressional Base-
ball Game and other congressional 
charity events live on for decades to 
come. 

Ryan wisely understands that the 
game is not only essential to the many 
charities it helps but serves another 
cause in need, the Congress itself. 

Today, on behalf of the Boys and 
Girls Clubs of Washington, D.C.; the 
Washington Nationals Dream Founda-
tion; and the Washington Literacy 
Council, which honored him with the 
Champion for Literacy Award—not to 
mention a grateful institution and Na-
tion—thank you and happy trails to 
Ryan Scott Thompson. 

Like a Texas live oak, he is strong 
from the roots up. 

f 

b 1030 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL 
APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to recognize 
National Apprenticeship Week. This 
year is the fifth anniversary for the 
celebration that aims to connect job 
seekers with businesses and educators 
in our communities to highlight the 
wealth of apprenticeship opportunities 
that are available. 

For too long, it has been implied that 
the only respectable or worthwhile op-
tion available to achieve a successful 
career is spending 4 or more years on a 
campus to earn a college degree. Yet, 
the more than 7 million unfilled jobs in 
America today suggest workers don’t 
have the necessary skills to fill these 
jobs. 

We need to defy this misconception, 
invest in skills-based education, and 
fix our Nation’s growing skills gap by 
providing students and job seekers 
with the skills and hands-on experience 
they need to improve their own lives. 

As co-chair of the bipartisan Career 
and Technical Education Caucus, I am 
proud to push for accessible career and 
technical education alongside my good 
friend and colleague, Congressman JIM 
LANGEVIN. 

Career and technical education, or 
CTE, goes hand in hand with appren-
ticeships. Equipping learners of all 
ages with real-world experience in 
fields like STEM, nursing, information 
technology, cyber technology, agri-
culture, and more can bring us one step 
closer to closing our Nation’s skills 
gap. In the past several years, we have 
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seen a rapid expansion in skills-based 
education like on-the-job learning, 
earn-while-you-learn programs, and ap-
prenticeships. 

Workforce development programs are 
successful only if they are adaptable to 
the changing needs of employers. The 
notice of proposed rulemaking by the 
Department of Labor issued this past 
June recognizes this through the pro-
posed establishment of industry-recog-
nized apprenticeships programs, or 
IRAPS. IRAPS cut through the bureau-
cratic red tape to put businesses and 
employees at the center of the con-
versation. 

The proposed flexibility in the notice 
of proposed rulemaking will allow busi-
nesses the ability to quickly meet 
labor market needs. These changes will 
help foster continued innovation that 
recognizes the dignity of all work and 
provides another tool for apprentices 
to move into meaningful work in the 
rapidly evolving 21st century economy. 

We can ensure IRAPS create as many 
career opportunities as possible by en-
couraging employer innovation and al-
lowing students and families the free-
dom to choose the path that is best for 
them. That is the power of work. That 
is the power of CTE. And that is the 
power of apprenticeships, putting em-
ployers and students in the driver’s 
seat of their own professional futures. 

f 

CONGRATULATING STEVE JOHN-
SON ON RECEIVING IMTA’S 
FOUNDERS AWARD 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. PENCE) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to congratulate my friend, Steve John-
son, for receiving the prestigious Indi-
ana Motor Truck Association’s Found-
ers Award. 

The IMTA’s Founders Award is an 
honor bestowed to those who embody 
the spirit of the association’s founders 
and have made outstanding contribu-
tions to the association and the Indi-
ana trucking industry. Steve is only 
the ninth individual to have received 
this award in the past 14 years. 

Always one to give back, Steve 
proudly serves his Nation in uniform 
and remains involved in his local 
church, charitable foundations, and 
children’s hospitals in Indiana. 

I congratulate my good friend, Steve 
Johnson. 

CONGRATULATING THREE HIGH SCHOOLS ON 
SPECIAL OLYMPICS RECOGNITION 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate three high schools located 
in Indiana’s Sixth District on their 
achievement of becoming a National 
Banner Unified Champion School. 

Columbus East High School, Muncie 
Central High School, and South Ripley 
High School were recognized by the 
Special Olympics for their servant 
hearts and commitments to inclusion. 
These three high schools achieved the 
status of a Unified Champion School 
after meeting 10 national standards of 
excellence set by the Special Olympics. 

As institutions dedicated to inclu-
sion, collaboration, and engagement, 
we are proud of Columbus East, Muncie 
Central, and South Ripley. We con-
gratulate the students and faculty for 
this significant achievement. 
RECOGNIZING BATESVILLE HIGH SCHOOL AND IVY 

TECH’S PARTNERSHIP 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize Batesville High School for 
their tremendous achievement of hav-
ing one-half of the 2020 graduating 
class earn college credits. Through 
their innovative programs with Ivy 
Tech Community College, Batesville 
will see 50 percent of their graduating 
seniors walk across the stage with an 
entire year’s worth of college credits. 

The Ivy Tech program gives Hoosiers 
the opportunity to take 16 college 
courses at no cost, enabling them to 
obtain a bachelor’s degree in just 3 
years after they go to college. 

I thank Batesville High School fac-
ulty and staff for continuing to provide 
innovative educational programs that 
set our students up for success. 

RECOGNIZING RUSHVILLE CONSOLIDATED HIGH 
SCHOOL FFA PROGRAM 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize the Rushville Future Farm-
ers of America chapter for being one of 
six chapters across the country to par-
ticipate in the Turn the Bag Blue and 
Gold program. 

The Turn the Bag Blue and Gold pro-
gram is a partnership between FFA and 
Mycogen Seeds that gives students the 
opportunity to visit with farmers and 
polish their professional skills while 
raising money for their communities. 
This program will allow students to 
sell directly to local farmers, providing 
industry experience and a wonderful 
educational opportunity. A percentage 
of these sales will go directly to the 
Rushville FFA chapter. 

Congratulations to Rushville FFA. 
CONGRATULATING INDIANA NATIONAL GUARD 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I congratu-
late the Indiana National Guard for the 
stationing of the 127th Cyber Protec-
tion Battalion at Muscatatuck. As the 
seventh largest Army National Guard 
contingent in the Nation, the Indiana 
National Guard continues to make our 
Nation’s defenses better. 

The Hoosier State is proud to be 
home to cyber force structures such as 
the Muscatatuck Urban Training Com-
plex, the Defensive Cyber Operations 
Element, and Cyber Protection Team 
172. We are honored to have such a dis-
tinctive battalion. 

Indiana’s Sixth District boasts the 
Department of Defense’s only live, full- 
scale cyber range, and I join the Army 
National Guard in congratulating our 
distinguished Hoosiers in uniform on 
this outstanding achievement. 

CONGRATULATING BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA 
VOLUNTEER BETH CURTISS 

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
congratulate Beth Curtiss of Shelby-
ville, Indiana. Beth was awarded the 
2019 Crossroads of America Silver Bea-
ver Award, in association with the Boy 

Scouts of America. This award is the 
highest honor the Crossroads of Amer-
ica Council may bestow on a volunteer. 

Beth has volunteered with the Boy 
Scouts of America for over 15 years. 
This is the fifth time Beth has been 
recognized for her outstanding service. 

I am pleased to congratulate Beth, 
and I thank her for investing in our 
communities. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 38 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Ms. Verna Teller, Southern Tiwa, 
Pueblo of Isleta, New Mexico, offered 
the following prayer: 

O, Creator and Great Mother, having 
asked and received Your permission to 
invoke Your blessings today to all di-
rections—to the east, north, west, 
south, and the center—we thank You 
for the life You give to all Your chil-
dren: the two-legged ones, the four- 
legged, those who live in the waters, 
and those who watch over us from the 
skies above. 

Sacred pollen, sacred Earth Mother, 
sacred water that manifest Your de-
sires, O Creator and Great Mother, we 
thank them for the nourishment they 
give us equally, with no regard to race, 
color, or creed. 

Creator and Great Mother, bless 
those standing before You who carry a 
sacred trust to all of us who inhabit 
Turtle Island, our homeland. And I 
pray today that You will give them the 
wisdom and the courage to carry out 
their sacred trust with the same equal-
ity that we receive from the Sun and 
rain. 

‘‘Hurrd kem,’’ thank you. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
her approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 
from California (Mr. PETERS) come for-
ward and lead the House in the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 

Mr. PETERS led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 
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I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 

United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING MS. VERNA TELLER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentlewoman from New Mexico 
(Ms. HAALAND) is recognized for 1 
minute. 

There was no objection. 
Ms. HAALAND. Madam Speaker, I 

am honored to have a fierce woman 
from my district to deliver a historic 
opening prayer. 

Isleta Pueblo Chief Judge Verna Tell-
er is the first Native American to de-
liver the opening prayer in the U.S. 
House. 

This is a special time in our coun-
try’s history and, in honor of Native 
American Heritage Month, a time to 
reflect on the contributions of Native 
Americans to this country. 

Chief Judge Teller made her own his-
tory in New Mexico. She broke barriers 
when she was elected as the first 
woman Pueblo Governor. Because of 
the history of colonization, many 
Pueblos generally don’t allow women 
to hold leadership positions, but that 
didn’t stop Judge Teller from knowing 
her value as a Tribal leader. 

I am proud to stand with Chief Judge 
Teller to highlight the resilience of in-
digenous women and our perseverance 
to uplift our girls and our women in all 
of our communities. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
VEASEY). The Chair will entertain up 
to 15 further requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

COMMENDING MEMBERS OF NIAG-
ARA FALLS FIRE DEPARTMENT 
AND NEW YORK STATE PARK 
POLICE 

(Mr. HIGGINS of New York asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to recognize our 
everyday heroes—police and fire per-
sonnel—who sign up to rush into dan-
gerous situations most people would 
run from. 

Today I want to take this oppor-
tunity to commend the outstanding 
members of the Niagara Falls Fire De-
partment and the New York State 
Park Police. 

Last week, a man was discovered in 
the fierce and frigid rapids of the Niag-
ara River. Without hesitation, the Ni-
agara Falls firefighters and New York 
State Park Police took quick action, 
entering the water just yards away 
from the brink of Niagara Falls and, 
under the most dangerous of cir-
cumstances, completed a successful 
rescue. 

We are grateful for the brave and 
selfless service of these first responders 

and others across my community and 
this Nation who risk their own safety 
and save the lives of others. 

f 

CELEBRATING THE RETIREMENT 
OF DEBBIE BONE-HARRIS 

(Mr. NEWHOUSE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate Debbie Bone-Harris 
as she begins her retirement from the 
Franklin Public Utility District. 

Deb began working for Franklin PUD 
in 2003 and has held many roles 
throughout the organization. She has 
been a stalwart advocate for hydro-
power in the Northwest. She has spent 
countless hours educating our commu-
nity about the value of the Columbia 
and the Snake River dams, and she has 
worked with both State and Federal 
legislators to advocate for their protec-
tion. 

Deb is a leader, not only with the 
Franklin PUD, but in the greater com-
munity as well. She has served on nu-
merous boards and held leadership 
roles with community organizations, 
including Pasco Chamber of Commerce, 
Visit Tri-Cities, Tri-Cities Legislative 
Council, Washington Public Utility 
District, Northwest Public Power Asso-
ciation, and Pacific Northwest Water-
ways Association. 

As Deb begins her well-earned retire-
ment, our community wishes her the 
best as she enjoys spending more time 
with her grandchildren, going on hot-
rod adventures with her husband, and 
attending those rowdy sewing conven-
tions. 

I thank Deb for her advocacy and 
congratulate her. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE 100TH ANNIVER-
SARY OF FLEET READINESS 
CENTER SOUTHWEST 

(Mr. PETERS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the 100th anniver-
sary of the Fleet Readiness Center 
Southwest at Naval Air Station North 
Island in Coronado, the birthplace of 
naval aviation maintenance. 

In 1912, the entire Navy aviation 
squad consisted of four officers and 
three planes, which called North Island 
home. As more planes routinely landed 
at sea, it became necessary for the 
Navy to have an official aviation main-
tenance facility. 

Shortly after the U.S. Government 
obtained the island in 1917, it estab-
lished the Overhaul and Repair Depart-
ment, the first maintenance repair and 
overhaul facility in the Department of 
Defense. 

Now designated as the Fleet Readi-
ness Center Southwest, the goals are 
the same: to produce quality equip-
ment and provide support to our Na-
tion’s aviation war fighters through 
the overhaul, repair, and modification 

of the U.S. Navy and Marine Corps 
frontline aircraft. 

Encompassing 358 acres and over 80 
buildings, the Fleet Readiness Center 
is one of the largest aerospace employ-
ers in San Diego County, employing ap-
proximately 3,500 civilians and 900 
military personnel. 

Please join me in honoring one of the 
best facilities in the U.S. Navy, the 
Fleet Readiness Center Southwest at 
Naval Air Station North Island, on its 
100th anniversary. 

f 

HONORING WALTER B. JONES, JR. 

(Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, yesterday I proudly an-
nounced my first piece of legislation as 
a Member of Congress, H.R. 5037. 

Of course, every bill that goes 
through this great legislative body is 
important, but I think it is fair to say 
that every Member’s first bill carries 
with it an importance in its own right. 
It marks the beginning of a new path 
forward, and I wanted mine to begin in 
remembrance of my predecessor, 
friend, and mentor, the late Congress-
man Walter B. Jones, Jr. 

Congressman Jones served the great 
people of eastern North Carolina for 
over 20 years. He supported our mili-
tary, he supported our farmers, and he 
supported our coasts. As his successor, 
I pledge to do the same. 

This bill, which would name a post 
office in the town Congressman Jones 
was born and raised, in the great town 
of Farmville, North Carolina, is the 
least that we can do to honor the re-
markable statesman and steward that 
he was. 

In this time of great divisiveness, it 
is wonderful to have an issue that we 
all can rally around and support. I look 
forward to this bill becoming a reality 
for the people of eastern North Caro-
lina. 

f 

LOWER THE COST OF 
PRESCRIPTION DRUGS 

(Mrs. AXNE asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mrs. AXNE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
because the price of prescription drugs 
is too high and prescription drug prices 
have risen 44 percent in 5 years. 

Big pharmaceutical companies have 
raised the cost of the most commonly 
used drugs by 100 percent. I am talking 
about every day, basic prescription 
drugs like insulin for diabetes or 
Advair for asthma. 

Experts say there is no end in sight, 
and we will see prices rise in 2020 if this 
continues and if we don’t act now. 

I recently heard from Joan in west 
Des Moines, who said the cost of her 
generic suddenly skyrocketed, and 
there is nothing she can do, because if 
she doesn’t take it she will need a liver 
transplant. 
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And I heard from John in Madrid, 

who discovered his insulin refills lit-
erally cost more than the price of gold 
if you broke it down by price per 
ounce. 

That is why I am supporting H.R. 3, 
the Lower Drug Costs Now Act. Iowans 
and Americans can’t wait any longer. 
Every dollar spent on overpriced drugs 
is stealing money away from someone’s 
retirement, from someone’s college 
fund, and from buying a home, and it is 
putting someone’s life at risk. 

We must act now and pass and sup-
port the Lower Drug Costs Now Act. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE 30TH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE FALL OF THE 
BERLIN WALL 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today to commemo-
rate the 30th anniversary of the fall of 
the Berlin Wall. 

In a 1987 speech in West Berlin, Presi-
dent Ronald Reagan famously declared: 
‘‘Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this wall.’’ 

For nearly 30 years, East and West 
Berlin were separated, both physically 
and ideologically. 

On November 9, 1989, freedom pre-
vailed. East Germany’s communist 
government and the Berlin Wall, one of 
the starkest symbols of the Cold War, 
would fall. 

That evening, on a West German tel-
evision channel, reporter Hanns 
Friedrichs proclaimed: 

This 9th of November is a historic day. 
East Germany has announced that, starting 
immediately, its borders are open to every-
one. 

While East and West Germany would 
not officially unify until the following 
year, East and West Berliners rushed 
to the Brandenburg Gate to celebrate 
this historic moment that would lead 
to the end of the Cold War. 

Let today serve as a reminder that 
freedom is always worth fighting for. 

f 

REPRESENTING NEW YORK’S 25TH 
DISTRICT 

(Mr. MORELLE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MORELLE. Mr. Speaker, 1 year 
ago today, I took the oath of office and 
was sworn in as a Member of the 
United States House of Representa-
tives. 

It is truly the honor of a lifetime to 
represent New York’s 25th District, and 
I am grateful every day for the oppor-
tunity to serve the community I love. 

I am so proud of the work we have 
done in the past year to improve the 
lives of everyday Americans. The 
House has passed landmark legislation 
to create universal background checks 
on all gun sales. We are taking action 
to lower the cost of prescription drugs 

and make healthcare more affordable 
for working families. We are fighting 
to protect our climate, strengthen our 
economy, close the gender pay gap, and 
ensure everyone has access to a quality 
education. 

Back home, I am working with com-
munity partners on strategies to re-
duce poverty and give opportunity to 
all of our citizens. 

I am proud of our work, but there is 
so much more still to be done, and I 
look forward to another year con-
tinuing my work for the people of my 
community and the people of the 
United States. 

f 

b 1215 

KEEPING SOLEMN PROMISE TO 
NATION’S VETERANS 

(Mr. PAPPAS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAPPAS. Mr. Speaker, on Mon-
day, we gathered around the country to 
honor our veterans to whom we owe a 
tremendous debt. But sentiments ex-
pressed at parades and ceremonies ring 
hollow if we don’t follow our good 
words with meaningful deeds for those 
who have served and sacrificed so 
much. 

Although the VA has countless care 
providers and employees who have 
dedicated their careers to veterans, 
they work in a system that has serious 
problems that must be addressed 
quickly. 

It is unacceptable that the health 
network for more than 9 million vet-
erans has remained on the High-Risk 
List of Federal agencies prone to defi-
ciencies and waste. That is why I intro-
duced the Reducing High Risk to Vet-
erans and Veterans Services Act with 
my colleague, General BERGMAN, to im-
prove the management and care at the 
VA. 

It is also unacceptable that the VA 
has not met the needs of a growing 
number of women veterans. I intro-
duced legislation with Congresswoman 
STEFANIK that will ensure the VA is 
equipped to provide women veterans 
with life-changing prosthetics as part 
of the Deborah Sampson Act. 

We made a solemn promise to our 
veterans, and we should be working to-
gether every day to fulfill that prom-
ise. These pieces of legislation are an 
important step forward, and I thank 
my colleagues for supporting these bi-
partisan bills. 

f 

ENACT GUN SAFETY LEGISLATION 
TO PROTECT POLICE, CITIZENS 

(Mr. MALINOWSKI asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Mr. MALINOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, on 
June 13, a gunman from another State 
sat in the parking lot of Tamaques Ele-
mentary School in my district, armed 
with a loaded .45-caliber handgun, hol-

low-point bullets, and 130 rounds of am-
munition. 

Because of the quick work of the 
Westfield Police Department of New 
Jersey, the gunman was disarmed and 
taken into custody. Officers Jeffrey 
Johnson, Michael Pollock, Joseph 
Habeiche, Elizabeth Savnik, and Tif-
fany Kenny, along with Detectives 
Nicholas Bruno and Jason Merritt, pre-
vented what could have been a dev-
astating tragedy. 

I am eternally grateful for their 
brave and swift actions, and I am proud 
to recognize them this month as they 
are honored with the New Jersey PBA’s 
Unit Citation Award for their heroism. 

Mr. Speaker, police officers are the 
good guys with a gun in America. They 
are the good guys with a gun. 

How many times do we have to expe-
rience these tragedies and close calls 
before Congress finally acts to protect 
them and us by keeping dangerous 
weapons from falling into the wrong 
hands? 

The House has passed sensible gun 
safety legislation that will save lives. 
It is time for the Senate to act. 

f 

TRUMP-ERDOGAN MEETING 
SHOULD NOT TAKE PLACE 

(Mr. RASKIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, it is an 
outrage that President Trump has hon-
ored President Erdogan today with a 
meeting at the White House. 

During his infamous May 2017 visit to 
the White House, Erdogan dispatched 
his thugs to beat up peaceful protesters 
at Sheridan Circle here in the Capital 
of the United States of America, dem-
onstrating before the world his con-
tempt not only for human rights but 
for the rule of law in our country. He 
should have been banned from America 
until he makes all of his victims whole. 

This time, his visit coincides with 
Turkey’s savage military campaign in 
northern Syria, an invasion that has 
killed hundreds of civilians, displaced 
and driven from their homes over 
160,000 people, threatened our national 
security, and produced a massive hu-
manitarian crisis. 

Just weeks ago, the U.S. House 
passed H.J. Res. 77 and H.R. 4695, the 
Protect Against Conflict by Turkey 
Act, which denounced Turkey’s mili-
tary actions against the Kurdish people 
in northern Syria. 

We also cannot overlook Erdogan’s 
continuing oppressive actions against 
the Turkish people. He has executed a 
campaign of repression against anyone 
who dares disagree with his barbaric 
policies. 

This meeting should not be taking 
place. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
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will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or votes objected 
to under clause 6 of rule XX. 

The House will resume proceedings 
on postponed questions at a later time. 

f 

FOUNDATION OF THE FEDERAL 
BAR ASSOCIATION CHARTER 
AMENDMENTS ACT OF 2019 
Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1663) to amend title 36, United 
States Code, to revise the Federal char-
ter for the Foundation of the Federal 
Bar Association. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1663 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Foundation 
of the Federal Bar Association Charter 
Amendments Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 2. ORGANIZATION. 

Section 70501 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended by striking subsection (b) 
and redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b). 
SEC. 3. MEMBERSHIP. 

Section 70503 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (a) and (b) and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(a) ELIGIBILITY.—Except as provided in 
this chapter, eligibility for membership in 
the corporation and the rights and privileges 
of members are as provided in the bylaws.’’; 
and 

(2) by redesignating subsection (c) as sub-
section (b). 
SEC. 4. GOVERNING BODY. 

Section 70504 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 70504. Governing body 

‘‘(a) BOARD OF DIRECTORS.—The board of di-
rectors is the governing body of the corpora-
tion. The board may exercise, or provide for 
the exercise of, the powers of the corpora-
tion. The board of directors and the respon-
sibilities of the board are as provided in the 
bylaws. 

‘‘(b) OFFICERS.—The officers and the elec-
tion of the officers are as provided for in the 
bylaws.’’. 
SEC. 5. RESTRICTIONS. 

Section 70507 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 70507. Restrictions 

‘‘(a) STOCK AND DIVIDENDS.—The corpora-
tion may not issue stock or declare or pay a 
dividend. 

‘‘(b) POLITICAL ACTIVITIES.—The corpora-
tion or a director or officer in his or her cor-
porate capacity may not contribute to, sup-
port, or participate in any political activity 
or in any manner attempt to influence legis-
lation. 

‘‘(c) DISTRIBUTION OF INCOME OR ASSETS.— 
The income or assets of the corporation may 
not inure to the benefit of, or be distributed 
to, a director, officer, or member during the 
life of the charter granted by this chapter. 
This subsection does not prevent the pay-
ment, in amounts approved by the board of 
directors, of— 

‘‘(1) reasonable compensation; or 
‘‘(2) reimbursement for expenses incurred 

in undertaking the corporation’s business, to 
officers, directors, or members. 

This subsection does not prevent the award 
of a grant to a Federal Bar Association chap-
ter of which an officer, director, or member 
may be a member. This subsection also does 
not prevent the payment of reasonable com-
pensation to the corporation’s employees for 
services undertaken on behalf of the corpora-
tion. 

‘‘(d) LOANS.—The corporation may not 
make a loan to a director, officer, member, 
or employee. 

‘‘(e) IMMUNITY FROM LIABILITY.—Members 
and private individuals are not liable for the 
obligations of the corporation. 

‘‘(f) CLAIM OF GOVERNMENTAL APPROVAL OR 
AUTHORITY.—The corporation may not claim 
congressional approval or the authority of 
the United States Government for any of its 
activities; it may, however, acknowledge 
this charter.’’. 
SEC. 6. PRINCIPAL OFFICE. 

Section 70508 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended by striking ‘‘the District of 
Columbia,’’ and inserting ‘‘a United States 
location decided by the board of directors 
and specified in the bylaws,’’. 
SEC. 7. SERVICE OF PROCESS. 

Section 70510 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 70510. Service of process 

‘‘The corporation shall comply with the 
law on service of process of the State or Dis-
trict in which it is incorporated.’’. 
SEC. 8. DEPOSIT OF ASSETS ON DISSOLUTION OR 

FINAL LIQUIDATION. 
Section 70512 of title 36, United States 

Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 70512. Deposit of assets on dissolution or 

final liquidation 
‘‘On dissolution or final liquidation of the 

corporation, any assets of the corporation 
remaining after the discharge of all liabil-
ities shall be distributed as provided by the 
board of directors, but in compliance with 
the charter and bylaws.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) and the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and to include ex-
traneous material on the bill under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I am proud to have served as the lead 

Democratic cosponsor of this bill intro-
duced by my friend from Ohio (Mr. 
CHABOT), H.R. 1663, the Foundation of 
the Federal Bar Association Charter 
Amendments Act of 2019. 

The Federal Bar Association serves 
as the primary voluntary bar associa-
tion for attorneys, both in the private 
and public sectors, practicing in Fed-
eral courts. This bill will permit the 
FBA Foundation to better fulfill its 
role as the only institution in America 
chartered by Congress to promote the 
Federal administration of justice, the 
advancement of Federal jurisprudence, 

and the practice of law in the Federal 
courts by providing it with the organi-
zational flexibility that it needs to 
fully meet its contemporary mission. 

The original 1954 charter created a 
framework that has served FBA for the 
last six decades. During these years, 
the foundation has indeed strengthened 
Federal jurisprudence, advanced legal 
education, and promoted effective legal 
practice. The organization’s initiatives 
have also directly improved the lives of 
our people. 

For example, one community out-
reach program, the Wills for Veterans 
Initiative, is a pro bono project where 
FBA chapters provide the drafting of 
wills and signing services for veterans 
in their communities. I know a number 
of my constituents who participate 
have found great fulfillment working 
on this project, just as many veterans 
have benefited from it. 

Another initiative establishes a 
mentorship program for law students 
to work alongside experienced attor-
neys. 

The current charter must be amend-
ed to allow the organization greater 
flexibility of operation and growth. 

For example, the existing charter 
codifies strict membership and govern-
ance requirements that constrain 
member development and nimble gov-
ernance of the organization. This rigid-
ity presents serious challenges as the 
organization seeks to expand its crit-
ical charitable and educational initia-
tives. 

H.R. 1663 makes technical fixes to the 
charter that will give the FBA the 
needed flexibility in the new century. 
In the place of legislatively fixed mem-
bership criteria, it permits the FBA to 
proactively establish and update mem-
bership criteria through the bylaws 
process. Similar provisions authorize 
enhanced flexibility in the composition 
and duties of the members of the board. 

In general, this measure would en-
able the FBA to swiftly meet its needs 
and improve the administration of Fed-
eral justice. 

A similar version of the bill was in-
troduced last year, which was passed 
by this body on a voice vote, but it did 
not pass in the Senate for various rea-
sons. One was that the language in the 
bill’s proposed nondiscrimination pro-
vision did not explicitly prohibit dis-
crimination on the basis of gender 
identity, as most of the new anti-
discrimination legislation does. 

To that end, I am very pleased that 
the Federal Bar Association took it 
upon itself to amend its own bylaws on 
April 18 of this year to include the fol-
lowing language: ‘‘The terms of mem-
bership may not discriminate on the 
basis of race, color, religion, sex, dis-
ability, age, sexual orientation, gender 
identity, or national origin.’’ 

As a cosponsor of the Equality Act, 
introduced by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island (Mr. CICILLINE), my good 
friend, I fully support equal rights for 
all. The proactive amendment of the 
FBA bylaws, I believe, makes clear the 
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intent of the Federal Bar Association 
that everyone must be protected 
against invidious discrimination. 

In light of this development, I believe 
that H.R. 1663 will help the FBA to 
flourish for many decades to come. I 
strongly support the bill, and I look 
forward to the FBA’s continued posi-
tive involvement in our Nation’s Fed-
eral legal system, and I urge all of my 
colleagues to support the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 1663, 
the Foundation of the Federal Bar As-
sociation Charter Amendments Act of 
2019. I appreciate the gentleman and 
his fine laying out of what the bill ac-
tually does. I thank him and Congress-
man STEVE CHABOT for their work on 
this legislation and for their support of 
the Federal Bar Association. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for his comments. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from the District of Columbia (Ms. 
NORTON). 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. I thank 
him for bringing this bill to the floor. 

I support the mission and work of the 
Foundation of the Federal Bar Associa-
tion. I support passage of H.R. 1663, 
which would give the foundation more 
operational flexibility, as I did when 
the House passed a similar version last 
Congress. 

However, I would be remiss if I did 
not note my concern with section 6 of 
this bill. Federal law requires the foun-
dation’s principal office to be in the 
District of Columbia. Section 6 would 
amend that requirement and allow the 
foundation to have its principal office 
at any location in the United States 
decided by its board of directors and 
specified by its bylaws. Currently, the 
foundation’s principal office is in Ar-
lington, Virginia, in violation of Fed-
eral law. 

I am speaking on this bill not to op-
pose it but to make a larger point 
about the location of Federal agencies. 
While the foundation is a federally 
chartered corporation and operates 
independently of the Federal Govern-
ment, H.R. 1663 comes to the floor at a 
time when the Trump administration 
and many Members of Congress, among 
them my Republican colleagues, are 
working to relocate Federal agencies 
outside the national capital region. 

Recently, Senators JOSH HAWLEY and 
MARSHA BLACKBURN introduced a bill 
that would relocate most agencies out-
side of the Nation’s Capital and the na-
tional capital region. We can have a 
discussion on ways to make govern-
ment work better for the American 
people, but such bills should not be 
part of that discussion. 

These types of bills or administration 
proposals are often used for cheap talk-

ing points against the national capital 
region and Federal employees or are 
intended to undermine the work of the 
Federal agencies the bills or proposals 
are ostensibly designed to help. 

Eighty-five percent of Federal em-
ployees work outside of the national 
capital region already. Hundreds of 
Federal employees and their families 
have already been harmed by the re-
cent relocation of two U.S. Department 
of Agriculture agencies, as has the 
work of those agencies. 

Congress cannot do its job without 
the unvarnished facts and briefings 
that nonpartisan agencies give the 
House and Senate almost daily. I have 
already gotten language in appropria-
tions bills that would block politically 
motivated moves outside of the na-
tional capital region, and I will con-
tinue to fight agency relocations with 
every tool at my disposal. 

Fortunately, H.R. 1663 is not about 
relocation. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentlewoman, who is a 
great champion for the people of Wash-
ington, D.C., and I could not agree 
more with her sentiments about efforts 
being made in the Senate to relocate 
agencies central to the operation of the 
national government away from the 
national capital region. I stand firmly 
with her in opposition to that dis-
turbing trend. 

As the gentlewoman noted, the Foun-
dation of the Federal Bar Association 
operates independently of the Federal 
Government and is currently 
headquartered in Arlington. I have re-
ceived assurances from the FBA that 
they have no plans to relocate their 
principal offices as a result of the pas-
sage of this bill. 

FBA’s mission and institutional in-
terests, advancing the quality of jus-
tice in the Federal judiciary, neces-
sitate location close to Washington, 
D.C. 

Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Ohio is prepared to close, I am as well. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

The gentleman from Georgia is not 
prepared to close because, frankly, the 
gentleman from Ohio is on his way. I 
will do the best I can here. 

Mr. Speaker, interesting discussion 
today. I could go on. I think it is inter-
esting. Again, sometimes we get lost in 
the formalities and everything else of 
what is going on here. But this discus-
sion about moving offices outside the 
District and moving them around is an 
issue and discussion that should be 
had. 

I think there are some that are very 
vital to being here in the District or, as 
in the case of this organization, in Ar-
lington, just outside the District. But 
then there are also some very real con-
cerns on how we can discuss that. 

I think one of the things that we 
have lost, and I will discuss here since 

we are in this mode, is this discussion 
of having a real, honest, back-and-forth 
discussion on legislation and pieces of 
legislation or, honestly, where things 
need to be. 

Mr. Speaker, I think this is some-
thing that is vitally missing, probably 
from both sides of the aisle, especially 
this year, as we look at the context of 
bills and stuff that have gone on with-
out the benefit of true bipartisan dis-
cussion. I can think of the arbitration 
bill that was just recently on the floor, 
in which there were very real concerns 
that Republicans had, very real con-
cerns the Democrats had. 

Unfortunately, when I actually men-
tioned to the chairman that I think we 
could have gotten a bill that would 
have had 375, 400 votes on the floor for 
‘‘yes,’’ my chairman was amazed. Do 
you think we really could have? And I 
said, yes, if we had engaged in dialogue 
to fix what was wrong and not try to do 
a whole rewrite on something that 
could get made into law. 

I think these are the kind of discus-
sions that are very good. I think these 
are the kind of discussions that make 
it. 

I appreciate so much the gentle-
woman taking up for the District of 
Columbia. I think that is exactly why 
we come here. I come here from the 
perspective of northeast Georgia. The 
gentleman comes from Maryland. The 
gentlewoman comes from the District 
right here. 

Members from all over the body bring 
their ideas and their thoughts of their 
constituents to the floor, especially in 
markups and especially in bills, in 
which not everything, at the end of the 
day, is from a Republican or Demo-
cratic standpoint. 

At the end of day, as someone who 
has authored many pieces of legisla-
tion, just as the gentleman has as well, 
the big things get done when we work 
together. The big things—I mean, 
criminal justice reform was when 
HAKEEM JEFFRIES and I bridged a large 
gap in a divide, even an unruly Senate, 
to actually pass something that really 
worked. 

We had the Music Modernization Act, 
which, again, took 6 years to discuss 
and 6 years to be a part of. When you 
had Members of the bodies that ended 
up being a part of this not even willing 
to sit down and talk to each other at 
the beginning of this process and, at 
the end of the day, having a major ac-
complishment and a major bill that 
was passed because of bipartisanship, I 
think that it gave on both sides. 

b 1230 
I appreciate the gentlewoman bring-

ing those things up. I think it is an in-
teresting correlation between the Fed-
eral Bar Association and the excellent 
work that they do. I have no problem 
with the work that they do. 

I will reserve, if the gentleman would 
like to share and respond on what we 
just talked about. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I want to thank the distinguished 

and always eloquent gentleman from 
Georgia for his comments on a number 
of interesting things. One is the ques-
tion of bipartisanship and us working 
together, and I think the gentleman 
correctly invites us to study the record 
of legislative success and achievements 
in our body. 

It is true that the best legislation, 
like the Voting Rights Act, for exam-
ple, is legislation that came through a 
bipartisan process where we had both 
parties working together. 

All of our great Presidents have been 
people who themselves were involved 
in partisan politics, and often in a 
bare-knuckled way, but also, once they 
were in office, called the country to try 
to speak across party lines. 

Jefferson said, ‘‘We are all repub-
licans. We are all federalists’’ in his in-
augural address in 1800. 

And Lincoln, of course, said: We are 
friends; we must not be enemies. We 
must be friends, and we must not be 
enemies. 

And President Obama said: We are 
not the red States of America; we are 
not the blue States of America. We are 
the United States of America. 

And so we have to try to aspire to 
that even though we work in a party 
system. And the reason we have a 
party system is because we are not a 
one-party dictatorship. 

One way to get rid of partisanship is 
you get rid of political parties and you 
have a one-party state. But we don’t 
believe in that. We have got political 
freedom in America. 

But, at the same time, once we get 
in, the same way that we render con-
stituent service to all of our constitu-
ents without regard to whether they 
are Democrats or Republicans or Inde-
pendents, we should try to render legis-
lative service to the whole country at 
the same time. 

Let me just make one other point to 
my friend about the Seat of Govern-
ment Clause. 

Now, as the gentleman knows, the 
distinguished gentlewoman from the 
District of Columbia represents 700,000 
people who have no voting representa-
tion in Congress, and the basis for that, 
what I think is a historical accident, 
has been the existence of the District 
Clause that Congress exercises exclu-
sive legislation over the land that is 
ceded to Congress for the purposes of a 
seat of government. 

Well, I suppose to the extent that 
there is an attempt to justify us being 
the only country on Earth where the 
people of the Capital City are not rep-
resented, it has to do with the fact that 
this is where the Federal Government 
is located. 

Now, the District of Columbia is in-
volved in a statehood struggle, which I 
support. Like every other American, 
they want to be part of a State. But as 
long as they are in the so-called seat of 
government, it seems to me that the 

gentlewoman makes a good point, 
which is that truly Federal functions 
should not be stripped away from 
Washington, D.C., and relocated around 
the country. 

Now, most Federal employees don’t 
live in the National Capital area; 80 to 
85 percent of them live across America 
at Army bases or post offices, Depart-
ments of Justice around the country. 
They work in all of those Federal func-
tions around the country. 

But there are certain things that do 
belong here. The Federal departments 
clearly belong within the seat of gov-
ernment, and I think that the gentle-
woman was just identifying that there 
has been an effort to strip away essen-
tial Federal functions and to relocate 
them to other parts of the country, 
leaving her constituents with the worst 
of both worlds, which is no representa-
tion the way that our constituents are 
represented, but, at the same time, a 
gradual stripping away of the Federal 
offices and departments. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I have one more speaker and I will 
yield him the balance of my time, so 
when he yields back, I will close. 

I appreciate that now that the air-
plane has circled enough and we have 
run out of enough fuel, we are now on 
to the next topic, and I appreciate the 
gentleman discussing that. 

I yield the remainder of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT). 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding, and I want 
to thank the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. RASKIN) for his leadership on this 
particular piece of legislation that I 
am going to discuss now. 

I rise in support of my bill, H.R. 1663. 
Put simply, this bill helps to support 
those Federal attorneys who prosecute 
major drug traffickers, white-collar 
criminals, and others who commit Fed-
eral crimes and those Federal judges 
who preside over cases heard in their 
courtrooms. 

In a few short months, the Federal 
Bar Association will celebrate the cen-
tennial anniversary of its founding. It 
was founded with a mission to promote 
and support legal research and edu-
cation, to advance the science of juris-
prudence, to facilitate the administra-
tion of justice, and to foster improve-
ments in the practice of Federal law. 

Back in 1954, Congress chartered the 
Federal Bar Association, but in the 
decades since receiving its charter, it 
has neither been updated nor amended. 

As a former educator and attorney 
and current senior member of the Judi-
ciary Committee myself, I recognize, 
as many of my colleagues do, the im-
portant work that the Federal Bar As-
sociation does to bring civics education 
to classrooms in my State of Ohio and 
throughout the country. 

Without legislation like this, H.R. 
1663, it would take, literally, an act of 
Congress to allow the Federal Bar As-
sociation to make simple changes to 
its bylaws. 

More specifically, this legislation 
gives the association the ability to 
choose the location of its principal of-
fice, restricts its officers from engag-
ing in political activity, and makes 
other technical changes to conform to 
commonly used language used by other 
congressionally chartered groups. 

This legislation being considered 
today serves to provide the Federal Bar 
Association with the ability to con-
tinue its important work and scholar-
ship in communities throughout the 
country. 

Finally, I want to again thank the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. RASKIN) 
for his support of H.R. 1663, and I want 
to thank both Chairman NADLER and 
Ranking Member COLLINS for bringing 
it to the floor today for consideration. 
I urge my colleagues on both sides of 
the aisle to support it. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. RASKIN. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank Mr. CHABOT for his excellent 
work on this legislation, and I want to 
thank Mr. COLLINS for his thoughtful 
intervention. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill was advanced 
to allow the Foundation of the Federal 
Bar Association the flexibility it needs 
to successfully manage its own affairs, 
as Mr. CHABOT pointed out. I urge its 
passage, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
RASKIN) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1663. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

REAUTHORIZING SECURITY FOR 
SUPREME COURT JUSTICES ACT 
OF 2019 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 4258) to authorize the Marshal of 
the Supreme Court and the Supreme 
Court Police to protect the Justices, 
employees, and official guests of the 
Supreme Court outside of the Supreme 
Court grounds, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 4258 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Reauthor-
izing Security for Supreme Court Justices 
Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 2. PROTECTION AUTHORITY OF MARSHAL 

OF THE SUPREME COURT AND SU-
PREME COURT POLICE. 

Section 6121 of title 40, United States Code, 
is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in paragraph (2), in the matter pre-

ceding subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘any 
State’’ and inserting ‘‘any location’’; and 
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(B) in paragraph (3)— 
(i) by striking ‘‘violation of federal or state 

law’’ and inserting ‘‘violation of Federal or 
State law’’; and 

(ii) by striking ‘‘regulation under federal 
or state law’’ and inserting ‘‘regulation 
under Federal or State law’’; and 

(2) in subsection (b)— 
(A) by striking paragraph (2); 
(B) by striking ‘‘ADDITIONAL REQUIRE-

MENTS’’ and all that follows through ‘‘Duties 
under’’ and inserting ‘‘AUTHORIZATION TO 
CARRY FIREARMS—Duties under’’; and 

(C) by striking ‘‘any State’’ and inserting 
‘‘any location’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Ar-
izona (Mr. STANTON) and the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. COLLINS) each will 
control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material on the bill under con-
sideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
I would like to thank Chairman NAD-

LER and Ranking Member COLLINS for 
moving H.R. 4258, the Reauthorizing 
Security for Supreme Court Justices 
Act of 2019, through the Judiciary 
Committee in a swift manner. 

I would also like to thank my friend 
and fellow member of the Judiciary 
Committee, Congressman STEUBE, for 
joining me in introducing this impor-
tant piece of legislation. 

The Supreme Court Police currently 
has permanent authority to protect 
Justices on Supreme Court grounds; 
however, its authority to protect them 
outside of the Supreme Court grounds 
is temporary and has been reauthorized 
in a bipartisan manner since 1928. H.R. 
4258 is a bipartisan bill that will per-
manently reauthorize the ability to 
protect the Justices outside of the Su-
preme Court grounds. 

With the increase of potential 
threats against the Justices of the Su-
preme Court in recent years and the 
current authorization set to expire on 
December 29 of this year, this bill is 
needed to remove the threat of disrup-
tions and security gaps caused by the 
temporary authority. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 
4258. I hope the Senate acts swiftly and 
considers this bill. It is critically im-
portant that we protect the Justices of 
the highest court in our land. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in support of H.R. 4258. The 
gentleman has spoken well of what it 
actually does and what it will not do. I 
support that. 

I would like to congratulate Con-
gressmen STANTON and STEUBE on their 
work on this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further speakers, and I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. STAN-
TON) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 4258. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

b 1245 

VETERAN ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
TRAINING ACT OF 2019 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3537) to amend the Small 
Business Act to codify the Boots to 
Business Program, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3537 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America 
in Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Veteran 
Entrepreneurship Training Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 2. BOOTS TO BUSINESS PROGRAM. 

Section 32 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 657b) is amended by adding at the end 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(h) BOOTS TO BUSINESS PROGRAM.— 
‘‘(1) COVERED INDIVIDUAL DEFINED.—In 

this subsection, the term ‘covered individual’ 
means— 

‘‘(A) a member of the Armed Forces, in-
cluding the National Guard or Reserves; 

‘‘(B) an individual who is participating in 
the Transition Assistance Program estab-
lished under section 1144 of title 10, United 
States Code; 

‘‘(C) an individual who— 
‘‘(i) served on active duty in any branch 

of the Armed Forces, including the National 
Guard or Reserves; and 

‘‘(ii) was discharged or released from 
such service under conditions other than dis-
honorable; and 

‘‘(D) a spouse or dependent of an indi-
vidual described in subparagraph (A), (B), or 
(C). 

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT.—Beginning on the 
first October 1 after the enactment of this 
subsection and for the subsequent 4 fiscal 
years, the Administrator shall carry out a 
program to be known as the ‘Boots to Busi-
ness Program’ to provide entrepreneurship 
training to covered individuals. 

‘‘(3) GOALS.—The goals of the Boots to 
Business Program are to— 

‘‘(A) provide assistance and in-depth 
training to covered individuals interested in 
business ownership; and 

‘‘(B) provide covered individuals with the 
tools, skills, and knowledge necessary to 
identify a business opportunity, draft a busi-
ness plan, identify sources of capital, con-
nect with local resources for small business 
concerns, and start up a small business con-
cern. 

‘‘(4) PROGRAM COMPONENTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Boots to Business 
Program may include— 

‘‘(i) a presentation providing exposure to 
the considerations involved in self-employ-
ment and ownership of a small business con-
cern; 

‘‘(ii) an online, self-study course focused 
on the basic skills of entrepreneurship, the 
language of business, and the considerations 
involved in self-employment and ownership 
of a small business concern; 

‘‘(iii) an in-person classroom instruction 
component providing an introduction to the 
foundations of self employment and owner-
ship of a small business concern; and 

‘‘(iv) in-depth training delivered through 
online instruction, including an online 
course that leads to the creation of a busi-
ness plan. 

‘‘(B) COLLABORATION.—The Adminis-
trator may— 

‘‘(i) collaborate with public and private 
entities to develop course curricula for the 
Boots to Business Program; and 

‘‘(ii) modify program components in co-
ordination with entities participating in a 
Warriors in Transition program, as defined 
in section 738(e) of the National Defense Au-
thorization Act for Fiscal Year 2013 (10 
U.S.C. 1071 note). 

‘‘(C) USE OF RESOURCE PARTNERS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator 

shall— 
‘‘(I) ensure that Veteran Business Out-

reach Centers regularly participate, on a na-
tionwide basis, in the Boots to Business Pro-
gram; and 

‘‘(II) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use a variety of other resource partners and 
entities in administering the Boots to Busi-
ness Program. 

‘‘(ii) GRANT AUTHORITY.—In carrying out 
clause (i), the Administrator may make 
grants to Veteran Business Outreach Cen-
ters, other resource partners, or other enti-
ties to carry out components of the Boots to 
Business Program. 

‘‘(D) AVAILABILITY TO DEPARTMENT OF DE-
FENSE.—The Administrator shall make avail-
able to the Secretary of Defense information 
regarding the Boots to Business Program, in-
cluding all course materials and outreach 
materials related to the Boots to Business 
Program, for inclusion on the website of the 
Department of Defense relating to the Tran-
sition Assistance Program, in the Transition 
Assistance Program manual, and in other 
relevant materials available for distribution 
from the Secretary of Defense. 

‘‘(E) AVAILABILITY TO VETERANS AF-
FAIRS.—In consultation with the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs, the Administrator shall 
make available for distribution and display 
at local facilities of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs outreach materials regarding 
the Boots to Business Program which shall, 
at a minimum— 

‘‘(i) describe the Boots to Business Pro-
gram and the services provided; and 

‘‘(ii) include eligibility requirements for 
participating in the Boots to Business Pro-
gram. 

‘‘(5) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of the enactment of this sub-
section and every year thereafter, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Small Business and Entrepreneurship of 
the Senate and the Committee on Small 
Business of the House of Representatives a 
report on the performance and effectiveness 
of the Boots to Business Program, which 
may be included as part of another report 
submitted to such Committees by the Ad-
ministrator, and which shall include— 

‘‘(A) information regarding grants 
awarded under paragraph (4)(C); 

‘‘(B) the total cost of the Boots to Busi-
ness Program; 
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‘‘(C) the number of program participants 

using each component of the Boots to Busi-
ness Program; 

‘‘(D) the completion rates for each com-
ponent of the Boots to Business Program; 

‘‘(E) to the extent possible— 
‘‘(i) the demographics of program partici-

pants, to include gender, age, race, relation-
ship to military, military occupational spe-
cialty, and years of service of program par-
ticipants; 

‘‘(ii) the number of small business con-
cerns formed or expanded with assistance 
under the Boots to Business Program; 

‘‘(iii) the gross receipts of small business 
concerns receiving assistance under the 
Boots to Business Program; 

‘‘(iv) the number of jobs created with as-
sistance under the Boots to Business Pro-
gram; 

‘‘(v) the number of referrals to other re-
sources and programs of the Administration; 

‘‘(vi) the number of program participants 
receiving financial assistance under loan 
programs of the Administration; 

‘‘(vii) the type and dollar amount of fi-
nancial assistance received by program par-
ticipants under any loan program of the Ad-
ministration; and 

‘‘(viii) results of participant satisfaction 
surveys, including a summary of any com-
ments received from program participants; 

‘‘(F) an evaluation of the effectiveness of 
the Boots to Business Program in each re-
gion of the Administration during the most 
recent fiscal year; 

‘‘(G) an assessment of additional per-
formance outcome measures for the Boots to 
Business Program, as identified by the Ad-
ministrator; 

‘‘(H) any recommendations of the Admin-
istrator for improvement of the Boots to 
Business Program, which may include expan-
sion of the types of individuals who are cov-
ered individuals; 

‘‘(I) an explanation of how the Boots to 
Business Program has been integrated with 
other transition programs and related re-
sources of the Administration and other Fed-
eral agencies; and 

‘‘(J) any additional information the Ad-
ministrator determines necessary.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SCHNEIDER) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself as much time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 3537, 
the Veteran Entrepreneurship Training 
Act of 2019, and I thank Mr. SPANO for 
joining me in introducing this legisla-
tion and helping lead this effort to im-
prove the program to ensure veterans 
can continue to take advantage of the 
Boots to Business Program. 

It is an honor to be here today to cel-
ebrate and honor our Nation’s veteran 

entrepreneurs. Just this week we cele-
brated Veterans Day and last week we 
marked National Veterans Small Busi-
ness Week. 

Every member of the military has al-
ready demonstrated their love of coun-
try by committing everything, includ-
ing potentially their lives, in the serv-
ice of our Nation. When their service in 
uniform is completed, many veterans 
direct their passion to starting a busi-
ness. Such dedication to Nation and 
community should be recognized every 
day. This is patriotism and not a par-
tisan issue. 

That is why I am pleased that the 
Small Business Committee can once 
again highlight how we put aside the 
differences we may have in some areas 
and now bring these bipartisan bills to 
the floor today. 

Entrepreneurship has always been a 
bedrock of the American economy, par-
ticularly for our returning vets. That 
is why our committee is focused on bi-
partisan solutions to repay our vet-
erans through policies designed to ease 
the risk of starting and running a busi-
ness. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank Chairwoman 
VELÁZQUEZ and Ranking Member 
CHABOT, as well as the committee staff, 
for working with us to increase the op-
portunities and resources for veteran 
entrepreneurs. 

H.R. 3537 bolsters the Small Business 
Administration’s Boots to Business 
Program to enhance our ability to en-
sure that it is effectively serving aspir-
ing veteran businessowners. 

There are approximately 2.5 million 
veteran-owned businesses generating $1 
trillion in receipts. Such successes are 
a draw for many of the men and women 
leaving the service today to become 
their own bosses. 

Entrepreneurship provides a prom-
ising opportunity to continue serving 
their country, creating jobs in their 
local communities, while supporting 
their families. 

Empowering vets to succeed as entre-
preneurs should be a viable option for 
people trained to lead, inspire, and 
achieve remarkable things. Their suc-
cess spurs local economic development 
and demonstrates our commitment to 
their aspirations of entrepreneurship. 

But starting a business can be com-
plex and sometimes daunting. The 
process can seem overwhelming, but 
programs like Boots to Business offer 
resources and assistance from experts, 
giving aspiring entrepreneurs the les-
sons of others’ previous experience. 

Initially launched in 2012, the Boots 
to Business Program offers 
transitioning servicemembers and mili-
tary spouses insights into self-employ-
ment and business ownership. The Vet-
erans Business Outreach Centers are 
trained and empowered to deliver these 
services to over 180 military installa-
tions nationwide. In 2018, over 17,000 
veterans, servicemembers, and mili-
tary spouses participated in the 2-day 
course. 

Research has shown that service-
members are distinctly qualified to 

start and run their own businesses. 
While serving in the military, they 
learn how to make good decisions in 
chaotic environments and are natural, 
confident, and driven leaders. 

Each year, more than 200,000 service-
members make the transition from 
military to civilian life. Transition as-
sistance is critical to ensure that those 
who serve in the military have oppor-
tunities for meaningful employment. 

H.R. 3537 addresses the many issues 
we have heard from veterans by updat-
ing many aspects of the program and 
also offering certainty by codifying it 
for the next 5 years. 

Mr. Speaker, I again thank Mr. 
SPANO and the committee for their 
work on this important bill. I urge 
Members to support this bipartisan 
piece of legislation, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. I 
rise in support of H.R. 3537, the Veteran 
Entrepreneurship Training Act of 2019. 

Mr. Speaker, before I speak on the 
bill, I want to again thank Chair-
woman VELÁZQUEZ, who is unable to be 
with us, so then the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SCHNEIDER), for running our 
committee in such a bipartisan fash-
ion. 

Today we have yet another strong 
package of five bills that are fully bi-
partisan. So, again, I want to make 
sure that we recognize that we all have 
a seat at the table on that committee. 

Today’s five bills focus on our Na-
tion’s heroes, our veterans, service-dis-
abled veterans, reservists, National 
Guard members, and their spouses. 

Last month, four veterans testified 
before our committee and reminded us 
of the incredible contributions those 
who have served our country make. 
They have made extraordinary sac-
rifices, put their lives on the line, and 
kept our country safe. 

Their service to our Nation doesn’t 
always stop when they separate from 
the military. Increasingly, veterans are 
choosing to open their own small busi-
nesses. 

Research has shown that service-
members are especially qualified to 
start running their own firms. While 
serving in the military, they learn to 
make good decisions in chaotic cir-
cumstances, and are confident, driven, 
and natural leaders. 

There are a myriad of programs and 
services across the Federal Govern-
ment that assist veterans who start 
businesses after leaving the military. 

At the Small Business Committee, 
we have the unique opportunity to sup-
port our Nation’s veterans as they em-
bark on their next adventure: business 
ownership. The SBA offers funding, 
training, and Federal contracting re-
sources tailored to meet the needs of 
our veterans. We are committed to 
making the SBA’s programs and serv-
ices more accessible to our Nation’s 
veteran entrepreneurs. 

At the hearing from earlier this year 
titled, ‘‘Continuing to Serve: From 
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Military to Entrepreneur,’’ we heard 
firsthand from veteran small business 
owners that entrepreneurship has em-
powered current and former service-
members and their spouses. The Boots 
to Business Program is a first step in 
their journey. 

Originally launched in 2012, the Boots 
to Business Program offers 
transitioning servicemembers and mili-
tary spouses information about self- 
employment and business ownership. 
Participants complete a 2-day, in-per-
son entrepreneurship program and can 
access additional training through on-
line courses. 

H.R. 3537, the Veteran Entrepreneur-
ship Training Act of 2019, codifies the 
Boots to Business Program, solidifying 
a crucial piece of veteran entre-
preneurs’ support network. Through 
this program, participants are intro-
duced to the SBA and its resource part-
ners, who will have their back as they 
experience new challenges of business 
ownership. 

The program’s success is a statement 
to interagency collaboration, and we 
can give veterans the holistic support 
they deserve. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill is another 
product of our committee’s bipartisan 
cooperation, as I mentioned before, and 
I would like to thank the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. SCHNEIDER) and the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. SPANO) 
for working together to increase busi-
ness opportunities for our Nation’s he-
roes. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Florida (Mr. SPANO), 
and I want to thank him for his leader-
ship on this legislation. 

Mr. SPANO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Ranking Member CHABOT for yielding. 

I rise today in support of the Veteran 
Entrepreneurship Training Act of 2019, 
a bill that I was proud to introduce 
with Representative SCHNEIDER. 

This bill authorizes the Boots to 
Business Program for 5 years, which 
provides educational opportunities to 
veterans and their families on how to 
start and manage their own small busi-
nesses. 

Veterans often have the natural tem-
perament and experience to be success-
ful entrepreneurs. They are trained to 
be confident leaders and they know 
how to make tough decisions in very, 
very difficult environments. However, 
many veterans often retire from the 
service with all the right tools but lack 
the knowledge on how to apply them in 
the business world. The Boots to Busi-
ness Program fills this gap. 

As a pilot program, it provides a 
number of opportunities to educate 
veterans in entrepreneurship. The flag-
ship offering of the program is the In-
troduction to Entrepreneurship course, 
a 2-day, in-person training on the fun-

damental principles of business owner-
ship. 

Specifically, the course teaches par-
ticipants how to recognize business op-
portunities, create a business plan, and 
consider the legal and financial aspects 
of how to operate a business. This al-
lows veterans to come to the course 
with the beginnings of a business idea 
and leave with the tools to turn it into 
a viable business model. 

Boots to Business also follows up this 
introductory course with more in- 
depth educational opportunities on spe-
cific topics, such as conducting market 
research and revenue readiness. 

Beyond these educational opportuni-
ties, Boots to Business provides vet-
eran entrepreneurs access to free con-
sultants for follow-up questions and to 
help them navigate loan programs of-
fered by the Small Business Adminis-
tration. 

I have personally seen the positive 
impacts of the Boots to Business Pro-
gram in my district. Introduction to 
Entrepreneurship classes are regularly 
offered at MacDill Air Force Base, and 
so far, 100 courses have been given 
throughout Florida. 

The program has been a great benefit 
to the veterans in my community, and 
I am confident that it will continue to 
benefit veterans across the country. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill passed unani-
mously from the Small Business Com-
mittee, and I urge my colleagues to 
support this legislation. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. BALDERSON), 
and I want to commend him for his 
leadership on this as well. 

Mr. BALDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to speak in support of a bill I cospon-
sored, H.R. 3537, the Veteran Entrepre-
neurship Training Act. 

This bill would authorize the Boots 
to Business Program, which helps our 
Nation’s veterans who are 
transitioning back into the workforce 
launch and grow their small busi-
nesses. 

Our Nation just celebrated Veterans 
Day, and while it is a wonderful way 
for us to show our appreciation for 
those who have served the United 
States honorably, it is also important 
we honor those veterans year-round. 

We must never forget our highest 
commitment, which is to support our 
servicemembers, veterans, and their 
families. 

The Boots to Business Program is 
one such way we can do that for our 
veterans, by providing them with the 
tools and resources they need to be 
successful entrepreneurs in our modern 
world. 

The Boots to Business Program is an 
important way for our country to sup-
port two fundamentally American val-
ues: small business and military serv-
ice. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage my col-
leagues to support H.R. 3537. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further Members seeking time. If the 
gentleman is prepared to close, we will 
close now. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to commend, 
again, the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) and the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. SPANO) and Mr. 
BALDERSON for their leadership on this 
bill, which works to increase business 
opportunities for our Nation’s vet-
erans. 

As Mr. BALDERSON just mentioned, 
many of us attended various Veterans 
Day events earlier this week, and I 
think he is absolutely right: this is 
something where we can continue 
every day of the year to help those who 
really do seek to start a business, to 
grow a business, and create more jobs 
for veterans and for other members of 
American society. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge its support. It is 
bipartisan legislation. It supports our 
Nation’s veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 
Again, I want to thank my colleague, 
the ranking member, from Ohio. 

By developing new products, advanc-
ing research, and creating new mar-
kets, entrepreneurs are a vital force in 
our economy. Over the years, we have 
repeatedly seen the important role vet-
erans play in this process. 

Due to their leadership, training, per-
severance, knowledge of procurement 
processes, and other skills acquired in 
the military, veterans are often excep-
tionally well qualified to launch and 
manage their own business. In fact, 
veterans own one in ten small firms in 
our country and support more than 5 
million jobs. 

Despite being positioned to succeed 
as entrepreneurs, servicemembers 
transitioning into civilian life face ob-
stacles starting their own small busi-
ness. 

The Boots to Business Program is de-
signed to alleviate these challenges by 
providing a path to entrepreneurship 
for veterans without compelling them 
to attend business school, which could 
mean more time away from their fami-
lies. 

Boots to Business is unlike any other 
entrepreneurial development program 
offered by the SBA, because its cur-
riculum focuses on educating service-
members about the basic concepts of 
business, SBA resources, real world in-
sight, and how to manage expectations, 
and it is directly tied in to their transi-
tion programming. 

The Veteran Entrepreneurship Train-
ing Act not only codifies the program 
for the next 5 years, but also ensures 
that the information is accessible and 
readily available to all servicemembers 
wishing to test the waters of entrepre-
neurship. 

b 1300 

At our hearing on the bill, Retired 
Army Captain Scott Davidson perhaps 
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put it best when he described Boots to 
Business as helping servicemembers 
take a ‘‘step in the direction of entre-
preneurship and foster and channel the 
warrior ethos that had them succeed in 
the military to boost success in the 
boardroom.’’ 

H.R. 3537 is a commonsense move and 
one supported by The American Le-
gion. 

I, again, thank my colleague Mr. 
SPANO for joining me in introducing 
this legislation. 

We all duly and respectfully observed 
Veterans Day on Monday. Every day, 
we must reinforce our obligation to 
servicemembers by giving them the 
education and tools to seize the oppor-
tunity of entrepreneurship. 

Again, I thank the chairwoman and 
ranking member for their support, and 
I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3537. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

PATRIOTIC EMPLOYER 
PROTECTION ACT OF 2019 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3661) to support entre-
preneurs serving in the National Guard 
and Reserve, and for other purposes, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3661 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Patriotic 
Employer Protection Act of 2019’’. 
SEC. 2. EXTENSION OF LOAN ASSISTANCE AND 

DEFERRAL ELIGIBILITY TO RESERV-
ISTS BEYOND PERIODS OF MILITARY 
CONFLICT. 

(a) SMALL BUSINESS ACT AMENDMENTS.— 
Section 7 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 636) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (b)(3)— 
(A) in subparagraph (A)— 
(i) by striking clause (ii); 
(ii) by redesignating clause (i) as clause 

(ii); 
(iii) by inserting before clause (ii), as so re-

designated, the following: 
‘‘(i) the term ‘active service’ has the mean-

ing given that term in section 101(d)(3) of 
title 10, United States Code;’’; and 

(iv) in clause (ii), as so redesignated, by 
adding ‘‘and’’ at the end; 

(B) in subparagraph (B), by striking ‘‘being 
ordered to active military duty during a pe-

riod of military conflict’’ and inserting 
‘‘being ordered to perform active service for 
a period of more than 30 consecutive days’’; 

(C) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘ac-
tive duty’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘active service’’; and 

(D) in subparagraph (G)(ii)(II), by striking 
‘‘active duty’’ and inserting ‘‘active service’’; 
and 

(2) in subsection (n)— 
(A) in the subsection heading, by striking 

‘‘ACTIVE DUTY’’ and inserting ‘‘ACTIVE SERV-
ICE’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1)— 
(i) by striking subparagraph (C); 
(ii) by redesignating subparagraphs (A) and 

(B) as subparagraphs (B) and (C), respec-
tively; 

(iii) by inserting before subparagraph (B), 
as so redesignated, the following: 

‘‘(A) ACTIVE SERVICE.—The term ‘active 
service’ has the meaning given that term in 
section 101(d)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code.’’; 

(iv) in subparagraph (B), as so redesig-
nated, by striking ‘‘ordered to active duty 
during a period of military conflict’’ and in-
serting ‘‘ordered to perform active service 
for a period of more than 30 consecutive 
days’’; and 

(v) in subparagraph (D), by striking ‘‘ac-
tive duty’’ each place it appears and insert-
ing ‘‘active service’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (2)(B), by striking ‘‘active 
duty’’ each place it appears and inserting 
‘‘active service’’. 

(b) APPLICABILITY.—The amendments made 
by subsection (a)(1) shall apply to an eco-
nomic injury suffered or likely to be suffered 
as the result of an essential employee being 
ordered to perform active service (as defined 
in section 101(d)(3) of title 10, United States 
Code) for a period of more than 30 consecu-
tive days who is discharged or released from 
such active service on or after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(c) SEMIANNUAL REPORT.—Not later than 
180 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, and semiannually thereafter, the Presi-
dent shall submit to the Committee on 
Small Business and Entrepreneurship and 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Sen-
ate and the Committee on Small Business 
and the Committee on Appropriations of the 
House of Representatives a report on the 
number of loans made under the Military Re-
servist Economic Injury Disaster Loan pro-
gram and the dollar volume of those loans. 
The report shall contain the subsidy rate of 
the disaster loan program as authorized 
under section 7(b) of the Small Business Act 
(15 U.S.C. 636(b)) with the loans made under 
the Military Reservist Economic Injury Dis-
aster Loan program and without those loans 
included. 

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—Section 8(l) of the Small Business 
Act (15 U.S.C. 637(l)) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘The Administration’’ and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administration’’; 
(2) by striking ‘‘(as defined in section 

7(n)(1))’’; and 
(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(2) DEFINITION OF PERIOD OF MILITARY CON-

FLICT.—In this subsection, the term ‘period 
of military conflict’ means— 

‘‘(A) a period of war declared by the Con-
gress; 

‘‘(B) a period of national emergency de-
clared by the Congress or by the President; 
or 

‘‘(C) a period of a contingency operation, 
as defined in section 101(a) of title 10, United 
States Code.’’. 
SEC. 3. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 

Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SCHNEIDER) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3661, the Patriotic Employer 
Protection Act of 2019. 

Mr. Speaker, this commonsense leg-
islation recognizes the service of our 
reservists and the companies they 
work at by broadening the ability of 
small business employers to access 
loans when a reservist is deployed. 

Across the country, small business 
owners are doing the right thing by ac-
tively employing military reservists. 
Congress recognized the strain a small 
business can be under when key em-
ployees are deployed on missions. That 
is why this distinguished body created 
the SBA’s military reservist programs, 
which are the Military Reservist Eco-
nomic Injury Disaster Loan program 
and the Repayment Deferral for Active 
Duty Reservists program. These two 
programs provide emergency working 
capital and loan flexibility to small 
business owners who have an essential 
employee who is an Active Duty re-
servist called into action. 

Over the past decade, our Reserve 
Forces have experienced a shift from a 
strategic reserve to an operational re-
serve. This bill addresses that shift by 
expanding the pool of eligible reserv-
ists through a restructuring of the pro-
grams so they are not limited to peri-
ods of conflict. 

This seemingly minor modification, 
in addition to increased coordination 
between the SBA and the National 
Guard Bureau and State Adjutants 
General, will lead to targeted outreach 
and education about the programs 
while also modernizing them to meet 
the needs of today’s small employers. 

I thank Congressman KIM and Con-
gressman BURCHETT for working with 
me to improve access to affordable cap-
ital for small businesses, especially 
those owned by or who employ reserv-
ists. 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:36 Nov 14, 2019 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00014 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K13NO7.028 H13NOPT1S
sp

en
ce

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

B
X

C
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8801 November 13, 2019 
Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup-

port this bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
3661, the Patriotic Employer Protec-
tion Act of 2019. 

Mr. Speaker, nearly half of all em-
ployees in the United States work for a 
small business. These employees come 
from every State and territory, and 
every congressional district. Many of 
them also serve our Nation proudly. 

When these men and women are 
called up for military duty, the small 
business that they work for may be at 
a disadvantage due to their absence. If 
a small business experiences an eco-
nomic loss due to the essential em-
ployee being called up to duty, the 
small business has the ability to apply 
for a Military Reservist Economic In-
jury Disaster Loan through the SBA. 

To modernize this loan program, H.R. 
3661, this bill, adds employees who are 
also on full-time National Guard duty 
to the eligibility list. This reform fur-
ther aligns this SBA program with the 
way today’s military operates. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. BURCHETT) and 
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
KIM) for working in a bipartisan man-
ner on behalf of the Nation’s military 
servicemembers. Additionally, I thank 
the chairwoman, as usual, for moving 
this legislation forward in a bipartisan 
manner. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, which was favorably 
reported out of committee via voice 
vote, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, it is 
now my privilege to yield such time as 
he may consume to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. KIM), my friend 
and colleague who is a sponsor of this 
bill. 

Mr. KIM. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to stand up 
for small business owners across our 
country who want to do the patriotic 
thing and provide economic opportuni-
ties to those serving in the military 
Reserves. 

I represent Burlington County and 
Ocean County in New Jersey, home to 
Joint Base McGuire-Dix-Lakehurst. 
Approximately 5,500 reservists are cur-
rently serving at our joint base, and 99 
percent of New Jersey businesses are 
classified as small businesses. 

For those small business owners who 
are members of the Reserves or want to 
hire reservists, there is uncertainty 
and risks that come with unexpected 
deployments and activations to Active 
Duty. During times of war, we not only 
ask these reservists to sacrifice during 
their service but to sacrifice their eco-
nomic well-being. 

In 2003, during the Iraq war, a small 
business owner and servicemember 
named Stanley Adams was called to 

Active Duty. Mr. Adams, who owned 
two thriving livestock trailer compa-
nies, had to close one down and saw 
revenue plummet during his deploy-
ment. In an interview, Mr. Adams said, 
‘‘Everything came to a halt, and all 
this money still had to be paid.’’ 

We owe our servicemembers more 
than that. Serving our country 
shouldn’t be a barrier to those who 
want to start or work for a small busi-
ness. We should reward these patriots, 
not create an environment of economic 
uncertainty. 

That is why I am proud to introduce 
the bipartisan Patriotic Employer Pro-
tection Act with Congressman 
BURCHETT. The Patriotic Employer 
Protection Act would restructure two 
programs—the Military Reservist Eco-
nomic Injury Disaster Loan program 
and the Repayment Deferral for Active 
Duty Reservists program—so that they 
better reflect the current deployment 
trends of reservists. The bill would 
allow these programs to be used for 
any reservists being ordered to Active 
Duty for a period of more than 30 con-
secutive days, broadening the program 
to more people in need. 

In addition, the bill would create a 
new business training program to pro-
vide counseling and assistance to sup-
port members of the Reserves and their 
spouses, as well as direct the Small 
Business Administration to develop 
more targeted and effective outreach 
to reservists and small business own-
ers. 

The American Legion, which has en-
dorsed this bill, has called these impor-
tant programs ‘‘underutilized because 
their eligibility restrictions do not 
fully reflect current deployment prac-
tices.’’ This bill fixes that and empow-
ers small business owners across the 
country to provide a path to the Amer-
ican Dream for those servicemembers 
who fight to protect it every day. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope you will join my-
self and Congressman BURCHETT in sup-
porting this bill. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
BURCHETT), the Republican leader on 
this particular bill. 

Mr. BURCHETT. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of the Patriotic Em-
ployer Protection Act. I am proud of 
this bipartisan legislation that encour-
ages small business owners to hire 
military reservists. 

Military reservists bravely serve 
America and are also members of our 
Nation’s small business workforce. In 
east Tennessee and throughout Amer-
ica, small business owners rely on the 
abilities and skills of reservists. When 
an employee is activated from the Re-
serves to answer the call of duty, small 
businesses should not struggle while 
that employee is absent. 

This legislation improves small busi-
nesses’ access to Military Reservist 
Economic Injury Disaster Loans and 
Repayment Deferral for Active Duty 
Reservists. These programs offer finan-

cial support to small businesses that 
lose valuable production when a reserv-
ist is activated for military service. 

By improving access to these pro-
grams, small businesses can continue 
to operate while an employee is serving 
in the military. Additionally, it gives 
small businesses peace of mind that 
their businesses will not suffer in the 
absence of military reservists. 

It takes courage to put your liveli-
hood and career on hold to serve our 
country, and small businesses should 
be proud of their employees’ military 
commitments. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been an honor to 
champion this legislation with Rep-
resentative KIM, and I encourage my 
colleagues to support this bill. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, a small business should 
not be disadvantaged if the men and 
women who they employ are called to 
military duty. 

H.R. 3661 updates the SBA’s Military 
Reservist Economic Injury Disaster 
Loan program to ensure it aligns with 
today’s military. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bipartisan legislation. I 
thank Mr. BURCHETT and Mr. KIM for 
their leadership on this, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I, too, commend and 
thank Representative KIM and Rep-
resentative BURCHETT for their leader-
ship on this. The Small Business Com-
mittee, as a whole, commends those 
small business owners who support 
their employees serving in the Na-
tional Guard and Reserves and thereby 
support our national security. 

Reservists can be called away at a 
moment’s notice and fulfill their duty 
in a variety of ways. For instance, we 
rely on them during our most vulner-
able times, like during natural disas-
ters, and they can be tapped to serve 
abroad when needed and necessary. 

They protect us and our communities 
by leaving their lives and communities 
behind. Though they may be called 
upon temporarily, their absence is 
sorely noticed by their families and 
employers who rely upon them. 

The bill before us today, H.R. 3661, 
takes their absence into consideration 
by reflecting how our Nation has 
changed the way we call upon them. By 
making the SBA’s Military Reservist 
Economic Injury Disaster Loan and Re-
payment Deferral for Active Duty Re-
servists programs more accessible to 
servicemembers and their employers, 
we are helping to sustain small busi-
nesses, families, and local commu-
nities. 

This legislation makes sure that the 
SBA can be a resource for when em-
ployers support their workers while on 
deployment. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3661, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SERVICE-DISABLED VETERANS 
SMALL BUSINESS CONTINUATION 
ACT 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 499) to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to clarify the treatment of 
certain surviving spouses under the 
definition of small business concern 
owned and controlled by service-dis-
abled veterans. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 499 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Service-Dis-
abled Veterans Small Business Continuation 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. TECHNICAL AMENDMENT REGARDING 

TREATMENT OF CERTAIN SUR-
VIVING SPOUSES UNDER THE DEFI-
NITION OF SMALL BUSINESS CON-
CERN OWNED AND CONTROLLED BY 
SERVICE-DISABLED VETERANS. 

Effective on the date specified in sub-
section (e) of section 1832 of the National De-
fense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2017 
(Public Law 114–328; 130 Stat. 2660), section 
3(q)(2) of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 
632(q)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (C)(i)(II), by striking 
‘‘rated as 100 percent’’ and all that follows 
through ‘‘service-connected disability’’; and 

(2) by amending subparagraph (C)(ii)(III) to 
read as follows: 

‘‘(III) the date that— 
‘‘(aa) in the case of a surviving spouse of a 

veteran with a service-connected disability 
rated as 100 percent disabling or who dies as 
a result of a service-connected disability, is 
10 years after the date of the death of the 
veteran; or 

‘‘(bb) in the case of a surviving spouse of a 
veteran with a service-connected disability 
rated as less than 100 percent disabling who 
does not die as a result of a service-con-
nected disability, is 3 years after the date of 
the death of the veteran.’’. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SCHNEIDER) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 499, the Service-Disabled Vet-
erans Small Business Continuation 
Act, which protects small businesses 
owned by disabled veterans by pro-
viding a transitionary period to keep 
service-disabled veteran-owned small 
business status in the event of the 
business owner’s death. This bill codi-
fies our intention to bridge the dif-
ferences between the SBA and VA by 
establishing uniformity. 

We know that running a small busi-
ness often involves many members of a 
family. By extending surviving spousal 
rights to the SDVOSB definition, we 
are honoring the sacrifice a deceased 
veteran previously made for our coun-
try. We are also providing stability for 
the business and its employees to en-
sure that they can remain competitive, 
rather than being effectively penalized 
by the death of the service-disabled 
veteran business owner. 

I thank Ranking Member CHABOT and 
Mr. DELGADO for working together to 
ensure that when a disabled veteran 
business owner passes, the law does not 
impose insult to injury by penalizing 
the surviving spouse. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup-
port this bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

b 1315 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
499, the Service-Disabled Veteran 
Small Business Continuation Act. 

First, I would like to thank Chair-
man TAKANO and Ranking Member ROE 
of the House Veterans’ Affairs Com-
mittee for their leadership and collabo-
ration on this issue. I would also like 
to thank the gentleman from New 
York, a member of our Small Business 
Committee, Mr. DELGADO, for his will-
ingness to work with me and be a lead-
er on this legislation. 

I, like all Members of this body, hear 
from many constituents on a wide 
range of issues. One issue that is par-
ticularly important to me and the 
folks in my district is to ensure that 
veterans and their families are treated 
fairly by the government that they 
have served so bravely. 

Many of our men and women in uni-
form come home after serving and de-
cide to use their considerable talents 
to become small business owners. Un-
fortunately, the laws and regulations 
around starting a business can be dif-
ficult to navigate—almost prohibi-
tive—when they shouldn’t be. Further 
exacerbating the problem is when one 
part of the law says one thing, yet an-
other part of the law says something 
entirely different. 

How can we expect our veterans to 
come home and become successful en-
trepreneurs when our laws are often 

unclear? That is why this bill, H.R. 499, 
is so important. While Congress has al-
ready codified in title 38 a common-
sense policy allowing the surviving 
spouse of the service-disabled veteran 
small business owner to retain the 
company’s SDVOSB status for a cer-
tain length of time, the Small Business 
Act has no such policy and this lack of 
parity creates legal uncertainty in the 
application of the law and confusion 
for veterans and their families. 

H.R. 499 provides clarity in the law 
by ensuring continuity across the gov-
ernment in the way we treat our vet-
eran entrepreneurs and their families. 
The bill amends the Small Business 
Act to align with title 38, guaranteeing 
that the surviving spouses of service- 
disabled veteran small business owners 
can keep the valuable SDVOSB small 
business designation for their compa-
nies for a certain period of time, even 
after the veteran owner passes away. 

Correcting this misalignment in the 
law is the least we can do to provide 
our Nation’s heroes and their families 
with some measure of comfort and 
peace of mind, especially when dealing 
with this type of family tragedy. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
DELGADO). 

Mr. DELGADO. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend and colleague Representa-
tive SCHNEIDER from Illinois for yield-
ing. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the first bill I introduced as a Mem-
ber of Congress, the bipartisan Service- 
Disabled Veterans Small Business Con-
tinuation Act. 

This legislation which I introduced 
with Members from both sides of the 
aisle, Ranking Member CHABOT, Con-
gressman JACK BERGMAN, and Rep-
resentative CORREA, responds to the 
critical need to ensure that spouses of 
service-disabled veterans can start or 
continue operating a small business 
after the veteran’s passing. 

The spouses, families, and loved ones 
of our servicemembers carry enormous 
burdens. Not only do they make sac-
rifices to support their loved ones in 
the military, they are integral to the 
transition back to civilian life. 

The Service-Disabled Veterans Small 
Business Continuation Act seeks to ad-
dress one of the many burdens carried 
by the spouses of our military vet-
erans. Rightfully so, both the Small 
Business Administration, and the VA 
give contracting preferences to small 
businesses owned by service-disabled 
veterans. However, currently, when the 
veteran dies, only a small handful of 
spouses can retain that contracting 
preference. That is because this con-
tracting preference is only given to the 
spouses of veterans with a 100 percent 
disability. 

Spouses of service-disabled veterans 
should be able to retain this preference 
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regardless of the veteran’s disability 
rating. This bill makes an important 
correction ensuring that all spouses of 
service-disabled veterans retain Fed-
eral contracting preference as a serv-
ice-disabled veteran-owned small busi-
ness no matter the severity of that vet-
eran’s injury. 

This will give surviving spouses the 
opportunity to remain competitive in 
the Federal contracting market and 
help ensure that businesses are not up-
ended after the death of their veteran 
spouse. 

I want to thank my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle for their co-
operation on this issue and commit-
ment to the families and spouses of our 
veterans. Caring for our Nation’s he-
roes should never be a partisan issue. I 
urge the House to support this legisla-
tion. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, this commonsense bill 
fixes an oversight by Congress to align 
the way the Federal Government treats 
the surviving spouse of a service-dis-
abled veteran-owned small business. 
The bill simply aligns title 15, the 
Small Business Act, with title 38, en-
suring continuity across the govern-
ment for this important policy. 

This bill will provide our Nation’s he-
roes and their families with peace of 
mind. I urge this bill’s adoption, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, both the Department of 
Veterans Affairs and the Small Busi-
ness Administration value the sac-
rifices of America’s veterans and, in 
particular, we note today, service-dis-
abled veterans who remain committed 
to their country by starting small 
firms. 

In that vein, the VA and the SBA 
have contracting preferences for serv-
ice-disabled veteran-owned small busi-
nesses. Despite the success of these 
programs, neither adequately address 
what happens when the service-dis-
abled veteran owner dies. The death of 
a loved one by itself, an already dev-
astating event, is compounded by need-
ing to attend to the duties of running 
his or her small business and it is often 
debilitating. 

The sudden death of a veteran whose 
small business relies upon a con-
tracting preference takes a toll on the 
spouse of the deceased veteran, the 
business operations, and the business’ 
employees. 

H.R. 499 establishes much-needed cer-
tainty by rectifying inherently critical 
oversight. Setting forth the rules by 
which a surviving spouse can retain the 
service-disabled veteran-owned small 
business status honors the dedication 
of the veteran, the surviving spouse, 
and their business. 

The government has a responsibility 
to ensure those who give so much to 
their country have the opportunity for 
their small business passions to survive 
and prosper, even upon death. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 499. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

SUCCESSFUL ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
FOR RESERVISTS AND VET-
ERANS ACT 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3734) to require the Comp-
troller General of the United States to 
report on access to credit for small 
business concerns owned and controlled 
by covered individuals, to require the 
Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration to report on the vet-
erans interagency task force, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 3734 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Successful 
Entrepreneurship for Reservists and Vet-
erans Act’’ or the ‘‘SERV Act’’. 
SEC. 2. REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR VET-

ERANS INTERAGENCY TASK FORCE. 
Section 32(c) of the Small Business Act (15 

U.S.C. 657b(c)) is amended by adding at the 
end the following: 

‘‘(4) REPORT.—Along with the budget jus-
tification documents for the Small Business 
Administration submitted to Congress in 
connection with the budget for a fiscal year 
submitted under 1105 of title 31, United 
States Code, the Administrator shall submit 
a report— 

‘‘(A) discussing the appointments made to 
and activities of the task force; and 

‘‘(B) identifying and outlining a plan for 
outreach and promotion of the programs and 
services for veterans, including Veteran 
Business Outreach Centers, Boots to Busi-
ness, Boots to Business Reboot, Service-Dis-
abled Entrepreneurship Development Train-
ing Program, Veteran Institute for Procure-
ment, Women Veteran Entrepreneurship 
Training Program, and Veteran Women Ig-
niting the Spirit of Entrepreneurship.’’. 
SEC. 3. GAO REPORT ON ACCESS TO CREDIT. 

(a) REPORT ON ACCESS TO CREDIT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year after 

the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall submit a report on the ability of small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
covered individuals to access credit to— 

(A) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
and the Committee on Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship of the Senate; and 

(B) the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs 
and the Committee on Small Business of the 
House of Representatives. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report submitted under 
paragraph (1) shall include, to the extent 
practicable, an analysis of— 

(A) the sources of credit used by small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
covered individuals and the average percent-
age of the credit obtained from each source 
by such concerns; 

(B) the default rate for small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by covered indi-
viduals, disaggregated by each source of 
credit described in subparagraph (A), as com-
pared to the default rate for the source of 
credit for small business concerns generally; 

(C) the Federal lending programs available 
to provide credit to small business concerns 
owned and controlled by covered individuals; 

(D) gaps, if any, in the availability of cred-
it for small business concerns owned and 
controlled by covered individuals that are 
not being filled by the Federal Government 
or private sources; 

(E) obstacles faced by covered individuals 
in trying to access credit; 

(F) the extent to which deployment and 
other military responsibilities affect the 
credit history of veterans and Reservists; 
and 

(G) the extent to which covered individuals 
are aware of Federal programs targeted to-
wards helping covered individuals access 
credit. 

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this Act: 
(1) COVERED INDIVIDUAL.—The term ‘‘cov-

ered individual’’ means— 
(A) a veteran; 
(B) a service-disabled veteran; 
(C) a Reservist; 
(D) the spouse of an individual described in 

subparagraph (A), (B), or (C); or 
(E) the spouse of a member of the Armed 

Forces. 
(2) RESERVIST.—The term ‘‘Reservist’’ 

means a member of a reserve component of 
the Armed Forces, as described in section 
10101 of title 10, United States Code. 

(3) SMALL BUSINESS ACT DEFINITIONS.—The 
terms ‘‘service-disabled veteran’’, ‘‘small 
business concern’’, and ‘‘veteran’’ have the 
meanings given those terms, respectively, 
under section 3 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 632). 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SCHNEIDER) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 3734, the Successful Entrepre-
neurship for Reservists, or SERV Act. 

The SBA offers several programs to 
help aspiring and existing veteran en-
trepreneurs launch and grow their 
small businesses. But as valuable as 
they are, more must be done to pro-
mote these programs to guarantee that 
our veterans are aware of them and 
utilizing them. 
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The Interagency Task Force on Vet-

erans Small Business Development was 
established to do just that. The task 
force is chaired by the SBA and is com-
prised of representatives appointed by 
the SBA’s administrator from a variety 
of agencies, including: the SBA’s Office 
of Veterans Business Development, De-
partment of Defense, Department of 
Labor, Department of the Treasury, 
Veterans’ Affairs, General Services Ad-
ministration, Office of Management 
and Budget, and four representatives 
from veterans service and military or-
ganizations. 

The task force is charged with co-
ordinating efforts to improve capital 
access, business development, and con-
tracting goals for veterans. Unfortu-
nately, it hasn’t filed an annual report 
since fiscal year 2015. This delay is 
wholly unacceptable on its face. Con-
sidering we heard from veterans about 
the needs for more outreach and co-
ordination of business services, it only 
makes the delay more painful. 

Today’s legislation requires the SBA 
administrator to report annually on 
the appointments made, highlighting 
the activities of and plan for outreach 
and engagement by the Interagency 
Task Force on Veterans Small Busi-
ness Development. 

Annual reporting will give Congress 
the visibility over the task force re-
sponsible for serving our veterans at 
SBA and the ability to provide proper 
oversight. Gathering a regular snap-
shot of the program will enable Con-
gress to make modifications where 
they are needed in a timely fashion. 

I want to thank Ms. DAVIDS and 
Ranking Member CHABOT for their col-
laboration on this bill. I urge Members 
to support this bipartisan legislation, 
and I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
3734, the Successful Entrepreneurship 
for Reservists and Veterans Act or the 
SERV Act. 

Veteran-owned small businesses are 
some of the Nation’s most innovative 
companies. They are nimble and move 
quickly as markets change directions. 
The resources that are available to our 
veteran-owned small businesses should 
be as effective and as efficient as the 
owners themselves. 

The SERV Act requires the SBA to 
outline the agency’s veteran outreach 
plans and veteran promotion plans to 
Congress. Additionally, H.R. 3734, re-
quires the Government Accountability 
Office to evaluate credit availability of 
veteran, service-disabled veteran, and 
reservist-owned small businesses. 

I want to thank the gentlewoman 
from Kansas (Ms. DAVIDS) for working 
with me in a bipartisan manner on this 
legislation. I also want to thank Chair-
woman VELÁZQUEZ for advancing this 
commonsense legislation that will as-
sist veterans as they work to launch 
and build strong small businesses. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the SERV Act which was favor-

ably reported out of committee by 
voice vote, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as she may consume to 
the gentlewoman from Kansas (Ms. DA-
VIDS), my good friend and cosponsor of 
this bill. 

Ms. DAVIDS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank my good friend and colleague 
from Illinois for yielding. 

The first thing I would like to do is 
thank Chairwoman VELÁZQUEZ and 
Ranking Member CHABOT for con-
tinuing the Small Business Commit-
tee’s bipartisan efforts. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today to urge my 
colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 3734, 
the Successful Entrepreneurship for 
Reservists and Veterans Act, or the 
SERV Act, which I introduced with 
Ranking Member CHABOT. 

This bipartisan piece of legislation 
helps veteran business owners succeed 
by studying the barriers they face, in-
cluding lack of access to capital and 
credit. It also helps ensure that vet-
erans are aware of all of the resources 
available to them through the Small 
Business Administration. 

I was fortunate enough to spend this 
past weekend on Veterans Day at home 
in the district I represent in Kansas. I 
was meeting the brave men and women 
who have served our country and was 
hearing about the issues and opportu-
nities that they have. 

After everything our veterans have 
done for us, we must have their backs. 
They deserve nothing less than access 
to jobs, healthcare, and the services 
that they deserve. 

That includes the ability to start and 
grow a small business. Veterans pos-
sess many of the leadership and entre-
preneurial skills to start and grow 
small businesses, but they face unique 
challenges, including difficulty access-
ing capital and credit. 

Since it is tough to accumulate the 
type of credit needed to start a busi-
ness during your time in service, those 
issues are exactly what the SERV Act 
is intending to address. The SERV Act 
requires a report from the Comptroller 
General of the United States on the 
ability of veteran and reservist small 
business owners to access credit. 

The report will include new informa-
tion and analysis on the sources of 
credit that veterans and other reserv-
ists use to start and maintain their 
businesses, as well as how deployment 
and other military responsibilities af-
fect a veteran’s and reservist’s credit. 

Studying the problem of access to 
credit for veterans and reservists is a 
crucial first step in finding the right 
solutions. This legislation also helps 
connect veterans to existing programs 
in the Small Business Administration 
that are aimed at helping veterans 
transition their military skills from 
service to business, like Veteran Busi-
ness Outreach Centers, Boots to Busi-
ness, or the Service-Disabled Entrepre-
neurship Development Training. 

These programs provide vital re-
sources for veterans, but they are only 

useful if veterans know about them. 
Without understanding the programs, 
veterans are not going to be able to ac-
cess them. 

That is why the SERV Act requires 
the Interagency Task Force on Vet-
erans Small Business Development to 
develop a plan for outreach and pro-
motion of these incredible programs. 

The task force is responsible for co-
ordinating Federal efforts to improve 
capital access, business development, 
and contracting opportunities for vet-
eran and service-disabled small busi-
nesses. But the task force has not sub-
mitted a report to Congress since 2015. 
That is why the SERV Act would re-
quire an annual report to Congress on 
its appointments and to outline its 
plan for outreach on the many pro-
grams available to veterans, service- 
disabled veterans, reservists, and their 
spouses. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
the SERV Act and help set our veteran 
entrepreneurs up for success. 

b 1330 
Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I re-

serve the balance of my time. 
Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, veteran- 

owned small businesses deserve the re-
sources that will prepare them for fu-
ture growth. 

In order to improve our capital ac-
cess programs for our Nation’s veteran- 
owned businesses, we must fully under-
stand what they are facing when seek-
ing access to affordable and reliable 
capital. This bipartisan bill will pro-
vide future Congresses with a better 
picture of what is available to them 
and what is not and where we can plug 
the gaps for them. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bipartisan legislation, and 
I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

Assisting entrepreneurs requires in-
tegrated, comprehensive solutions that 
leverage a combination of government 
and private efforts. Despite progress we 
have made, hundreds of thousands of 
veterans and their families continue to 
struggle, demonstrating how much 
more must be done. 

The interagency veterans task force 
is a critical part of this effort, and we 
must hold agencies accountable for en-
suring they are meeting the duties 
placed upon them to maximize out-
reach to our servicemembers. H.R. 3734 
does just this by requiring regular re-
porting by the task force to gather 
snapshots of programmatic outreach 
and education to veterans. 

It also asks the Government Ac-
countability Office to study the many 
issues raised by veteran entrepreneurs 
facing difficulty accessing credit so 
that this body can better understand 
the financing needs of veterans. Doing 
so enables us to take additional steps 
to ease the burdens of not just 
transitioning back to civilian life, but 
also risking more to start a business. 

It is incumbent upon all of us to en-
sure that resources reach the veterans 
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and servicemembers held in such high 
regard. 

I sincerely thank Ms. DAVIDS for 
spearheading this bill and working 
with Ranking Member CHABOT to make 
certain we hold agencies, through the 
task force, accountable. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3734, as 
amended. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

VERIFICATION ALIGNMENT AND 
SERVICE-DISABLED BUSINESS 
ADJUSTMENT ACT 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1615) to transfer the responsi-
bility of verifying small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by veterans 
or service-disabled veterans to the 
Small Business Administration, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1615 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Verification Alignment and Service-dis-
abled Business Adjustment Act’’ or the ‘‘VA– 
SBA Act’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Transfer date. 
Sec. 3. Amendment to and transfer of vet-

eran-owned and service-disabled 
veteran-owned business data-
base. 

Sec. 4. Additional requirements for data-
base. 

Sec. 5. Procurement program for small busi-
ness concerns owned and con-
trolled by service-disabled vet-
erans. 

Sec. 6. Certification for small business con-
cerns owned and controlled by 
veterans. 

Sec. 7. Status of self-certified small business 
concerns owned and controlled 
by service-disabled veterans. 

Sec. 8. Transfer of the Center for 
Verification and Evaluation of 
the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs to the Small Business Ad-
ministration. 

Sec. 9. Report. 
Sec. 10. Determination of budgetary effects. 
SEC. 2. TRANSFER DATE. 

For purposes of this Act, the term ‘‘trans-
fer date’’ means the date that is 2 years after 

the date of enactment of this Act, except 
that such date may be extended an unlimited 
number of times by a period of not more 
than 6 months if the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration and the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs jointly issue a no-
tice to Congress and the Law Revision Coun-
sel of the House of Representatives con-
taining— 

(1) a certification that such extension is 
necessary; 

(2) the rationale for and the length of such 
extension; and 

(3) a plan to comply with the requirements 
of this Act within the timeframe of the ex-
tension. 
SEC. 3. AMENDMENT TO AND TRANSFER OF VET-

ERAN-OWNED AND SERVICE-DIS-
ABLED VETERAN-OWNED BUSINESS 
DATABASE. 

(a) AMENDMENT OF VETERAN-OWNED AND 
SERVICE-DISABLED VETERAN-OWNED BUSINESS 
DATABASE.—Effective on the transfer date, 
section 8127 of title 38, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (e)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘the Secretary’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘the Administrator’’; and 
(B) by striking ‘‘subsection (f)’’ and insert-

ing ‘‘section 36 of the Small Business Act’’; 
(2) in subsection (f)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘the Secretary’’ each place 

such term appears, other than in the last 
place such term appears under paragraph 
(2)(A), and inserting ‘‘the Administrator’’; 

(B) in paragraph (1), by striking ‘‘small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
veterans with service-connected disabilities’’ 
each place such term appears and inserting 
‘‘small business concerns owned and con-
trolled by service-disabled veterans’’; 

(C) in paragraph (2)— 
(i) in subparagraph (A), by striking ‘‘to ac-

cess’’ and inserting ‘‘to obtain from the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs’’; and 

(ii) by striking subparagraph (B) and in-
serting the following: 

‘‘(B) For purposes of this subsection— 
‘‘(i) the Secretary of Veterans Affairs 

shall— 
‘‘(I) verify an individual’s status as a vet-

eran or a service-disabled veteran; and 
‘‘(II) establish a system to permit the Ad-

ministrator to access, but not alter, such 
verification; and 

‘‘(ii) the Administrator shall verify— 
‘‘(I) the status of a business concern as a 

small business concern; and 
‘‘(II) the ownership and control of such 

business concern. 
‘‘(C) The Administrator may not certify a 

concern under subsection (b) or section 36A if 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs cannot 
provide the verification described under sub-
paragraph (B)(i)(I).’’; 

(D) by striking paragraphs (4) and (7); 
(E) by redesignating paragraphs (5) and (6) 

as paragraphs (4) and (5), respectively, and 
redesignating paragraph (8) as paragraph (6); 

(F) in paragraph (4), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘The Secretary’’ and inserting ‘‘The 
Administrator’’; and 

(G) in paragraph (6), as so redesignated— 
(i) in subparagraph (A)— 
(I) by striking ‘‘verify the status of the 

concern as a small business concern or the 
ownership or control of the concern’’ and in-
serting ‘‘certify the status of the concern as 
a small business concern owned and con-
trolled by veterans (under section 36A) or a 
small business concern owned and controlled 
by service-disabled veterans (under section 
36(g))’’; and 

(II) by striking ‘‘verification’’ and insert-
ing ‘‘certification’’; 

(ii) in subparagraph (B)— 
(I) in clause (i), by striking ‘‘small business 

concern owned and controlled by veterans 

with service-connected disabilities’’ and in-
serting ‘‘small business concern owned and 
controlled by service-disabled veterans’’; and 

(II) in clause (ii)— 
(aa) by amending subclause (I) to read as 

follows: 
‘‘(I) the Secretary of Veterans Affairs or 

the Administrator; or’’; and 
(bb) in subclause (II), by striking ‘‘the con-

tracting officer of the Department’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the applicable contracting officer’’; 
and 

(iii) by striking subparagraph (C); 
(3) by redesignating subsection (k) (relat-

ing to definitions) as subsection (l); 
(4) by inserting after subsection (j) (relat-

ing to annual reports) the following: 
‘‘(k) ANNUAL TRANSFER FOR CERTIFICATION 

COSTS.—For each fiscal year, the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall reimburse the Ad-
ministrator in an amount necessary to cover 
any cost incurred by the Administrator for 
certifying small business concerns owned 
and controlled by veterans that do not qual-
ify as small business concerns owned and 
controlled by service-disabled veterans for 
the Secretary for purposes of this section 
and section 8128 of this title. The Adminis-
trator is authorized to accept such reim-
bursement. The amount of any such reim-
bursement shall be determined jointly by the 
Secretary and the Administrator and shall 
be provided from fees collected by the Sec-
retary under multiple-award schedule con-
tracts. Any disagreement about the amount 
shall be resolved by the Director of the Of-
fice of Management and Budget.’’; and 

(5) subsection (l) (relating to definitions), 
as so redesignated, by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(4) The term Administrator means the 
Administrator of the Small Business Admin-
istration.’’. 

(b) TRANSFER OF REQUIREMENTS RELATING 
TO DATABASE TO THE SMALL BUSINESS ACT.— 
Effective on the transfer date, subsection (f) 
of section 8127 of title 38, United States Code 
(as amended by subsection (a)), is transferred 
to section 36 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 657f), inserted so as to appear after 
subsection (e). 

(c) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—The fol-
lowing amendments shall take effect on the 
transfer date: 

(1) SMALL BUSINESS ACT.—Section 
3(q)(2)(C)(i)(III) of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 632(q)(2)(C)(i)(III)) is amended by 
striking ‘‘section 8127(f) of title 38, United 
States Code’’ and inserting ‘‘section 36’’. 

(2) TITLE 38.—Section 8128 of title 38, 
United States Code, is amended by striking 
‘‘section 8127(f) of this title’’ and inserting 
‘‘section 36 of the Small Business Act’’. 
SEC. 4. ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS FOR DATA-

BASE. 
(a) ADMINISTRATION ACCESS TO DATABASE 

BEFORE THE TRANSFER DATE.—During the pe-
riod between the date of the enactment of 
this Act and the transfer date, the Secretary 
of Veterans Affairs shall provide the Admin-
istrator of the Small Business Administra-
tion with access to the contents of the data-
base described under section 8127(f) of title 
38, United States Code. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this Act or the amendments made by this 
Act may be construed— 

(1) as prohibiting the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration from com-
bining the contents of the database described 
under section 8127(f) of title 38, United States 
Code, with other databases maintained by 
the Administration; or 

(2) as requiring the Administrator to use 
any system or technology related to the 
database described under section 8127(f) of 
title 38, United States Code, on or after the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:36 Nov 14, 2019 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00019 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K13NO7.039 H13NOPT1S
sp

en
ce

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

B
X

C
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8806 November 13, 2019 
transfer date to comply with the require-
ment to maintain a database under sub-
section (f) of section 36 of the Small Business 
Act (as transferred pursuant to section 3(b) 
of this Act). 

(c) RECOGNITION OF THE ISSUANCE OF JOINT 
REGULATIONS.—The date specified under sec-
tion 1832(e) of the National Defense Author-
ization Act for Fiscal Year 2017 (15 U.S.C. 632 
note) shall be deemed to be October 1, 2018. 
SEC. 5. PROCUREMENT PROGRAM FOR SMALL 

BUSINESS CONCERNS OWNED AND 
CONTROLLED BY SERVICE-DIS-
ABLED VETERANS. 

(a) PROCUREMENT PROGRAM FOR SMALL 
BUSINESS CONCERNS OWNED AND CONTROLLED 
BY SERVICE-DISABLED VETERANS.—Section 36 
of the Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 657f) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsections (d) and (e); 
(2) by redesignating subsections (a), (b), 

and (c) as subsections (c), (d), and (e) respec-
tively; 

(3) by inserting before subsection (c), as so 
redesignated, the following: 

‘‘(a) CONTRACTING OFFICER DEFINED.—For 
purposes of this section, the term ‘con-
tracting officer’ has the meaning given such 
term in section 2101 of title 41, United States 
Code. 

‘‘(b) CERTIFICATION OF SMALL BUSINESS 
CONCERNS OWNED AND CONTROLLED BY SERV-
ICE-DISABLED VETERANS.—With respect to a 
procurement program or preference estab-
lished under this Act that applies to prime 
contractors, the Administrator shall— 

‘‘(1) certify the status of the concern as a 
‘small business concern owned and con-
trolled by service-disabled veterans’; and 

‘‘(2) require the periodic recertification of 
such status.’’; 

(4) in subsection (d), as so redesignated, by 
striking ‘‘and that the award can be made at 
a fair market price’’ and inserting ‘‘, that 
the award can be made at a fair market 
price, and if each concern is certified by the 
Administrator as a small business concern 
owned and controlled by service-disabled 
veterans’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(g) CERTIFICATION REQUIREMENT.—Not-

withstanding subsection (c), a contracting 
officer may only award a sole source con-
tract to a small business concern owned and 
controlled by service-disabled veterans or a 
contract on the basis of competition re-
stricted to small business concerns owned 
and controlled by service-disabled veterans if 
such a concern is certified by the Adminis-
trator as a small business concern owned and 
controlled by service-disabled veterans. 

‘‘(h) ENFORCEMENT; PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(1) VERIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—In car-

rying out this section, the Administrator 
shall establish procedures relating to— 

‘‘(A) the filing, investigation, and disposi-
tion by the Administration of any challenge 
to the eligibility of a small business concern 
to receive assistance under this section (in-
cluding a challenge, filed by an interested 
party, relating to the veracity of a certifi-
cation made or information provided to the 
Administration by a small business concern 
under subsection (b)); and 

‘‘(B) verification by the Administrator of 
the accuracy of any certification made or in-
formation provided to the Administration by 
a small business concern under subsection 
(b). 

‘‘(2) EXAMINATIONS.— 
‘‘(A) EXAMINATION OF APPLICANTS.—The 

procedures established under paragraph (1) 
shall provide for a program of examinations 
by the Administrator of any small business 
concern making a certification or providing 
information to the Administrator under sub-
section (b), to determine the veracity of any 
statements or information provided as part 

of such certification or otherwise provided 
under subsection (b). 

‘‘(B) EXAMINATION OF CERTIFIED CON-
CERNS.—The procedures established under 
paragraph (1) shall provide for the examina-
tion of risk-based samples of small business 
concerns certified under subsection (b), or of 
any small business concern that the Admin-
istrator believes poses a particular risk or 
with respect to which the Administrator re-
ceives specific and credible information al-
leging that the small business concern no 
longer meets eligibility requirements to be 
certified as a small business concern owned 
and controlled by service-disabled veterans. 

‘‘(3) PENALTIES.—In addition to the pen-
alties described in section 16(d), any small 
business concern that is determined by the 
Administrator to have misrepresented the 
status of that concern as a small business 
concern owned and controlled by service-dis-
abled veterans for purposes of subsection (b), 
shall be subject to— 

‘‘(A) section 1001 of title 18, United States 
Code; 

‘‘(B) sections 3729 through 3733 of title 31, 
United States Code; and 

‘‘(C) section 8127(g) of title 38, United 
States Code. 

‘‘(i) PROVISION OF DATA.—Upon the request 
of the Administrator, the head of any Fed-
eral department or agency shall promptly 
provide to the Administrator such informa-
tion as the Administrator determines to be 
necessary to carry out subsection (b) or to be 
able to certify the status of the concern as a 
small business concern owned and controlled 
by veterans under section 36A.’’. 

(b) PENALTIES FOR MISREPRESENTATION.— 
Section 16 of the Small Business Act (15 
U.S.C. 645) is amended— 

(1) in subsection (d)(1)— 
(A) by striking ‘‘,, a’’ and inserting ‘‘, a 

‘small business concern owned and con-
trolled by service-disabled veterans’, a ‘small 
business concern owned and controlled by 
veterans’, a’’; and 

(B) in paragraph (A), by striking ‘‘9, 15, or 
31’’ and inserting ‘‘8, 9, 15, 31, 36, or 36A’’; and 

(2) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘,, a’’ and 
inserting ‘‘, a ‘small business concern owned 
and controlled by service-disabled veterans’, 
a ‘small business concern owned and con-
trolled by veterans’, a’’. 
SEC. 6. CERTIFICATION FOR SMALL BUSINESS 

CONCERNS OWNED AND CON-
TROLLED BY VETERANS. 

The Small Business Act (15 U.S.C. 631 et 
seq.) is amended by inserting after section 36 
the following new section: 
‘‘SEC. 36A. CERTIFICATION OF SMALL BUSINESS 

CONCERNS OWNED AND CON-
TROLLED BY VETERANS. 

‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—With respect to the pro-
gram established under section 8127 of title 
38, United States Code, the Administrator 
shall— 

‘‘(1) certify the status of the concern as a 
‘small business concern owned and con-
trolled by veterans’; and 

‘‘(2) require the periodic recertification of 
such status. 

‘‘(b) ENFORCEMENT; PENALTIES.— 
‘‘(1) VERIFICATION OF ELIGIBILITY.—In car-

rying out this section, the Administrator 
shall establish procedures relating to— 

‘‘(A) the filing, investigation, and disposi-
tion by the Administration of any challenge 
to the eligibility of a small business concern 
to receive assistance under this section (in-
cluding a challenge, filed by an interested 
party, relating to the veracity of a certifi-
cation made or information provided to the 
Administration by a small business concern 
under subsection (a)); and 

‘‘(B) verification by the Administrator of 
the accuracy of any certification made or in-
formation provided to the Administration by 

a small business concern under subsection 
(a). 

‘‘(2) EXAMINATION OF APPLICANTS.—The pro-
cedures established under paragraph (1) shall 
provide for a program of examinations by the 
Administrator of any small business concern 
making a certification or providing informa-
tion to the Administrator under subsection 
(a), to determine the veracity of any state-
ments or information provided as part of 
such certification or otherwise provided 
under subsection (a). 

‘‘(3) PENALTIES.—In addition to the pen-
alties described in section 16(d), any small 
business concern that is determined by the 
Administrator to have misrepresented the 
status of that concern as a small business 
concern owned and controlled by veterans 
for purposes of subsection (a), shall be sub-
ject to— 

‘‘(A) section 1001 of title 18, United States 
Code; 

‘‘(B) sections 3729 through 3733 of title 31, 
United States Code; and 

‘‘(C) section 8127(g) of title 38, United 
States Code.’’. 
SEC. 7. STATUS OF SELF-CERTIFIED SMALL BUSI-

NESS CONCERNS OWNED AND CON-
TROLLED BY SERVICE-DISABLED 
VETERANS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding any 
other provision of law, any small business 
concern that self-certified as a small busi-
ness concern owned and controlled by serv-
ice-disabled veterans shall— 

(1) if the concern files a certification appli-
cation with the Administrator of the Small 
Business Administration before the end of 
the 1-year period beginning on the transfer 
date, maintain such self-certification until 
the Administrator makes a determination 
with respect to such certification; and 

(2) if the concern does not file such a cer-
tification application before the end of the 1- 
year period beginning on the transfer date, 
lose, at the end of such 1-year period, any 
self-certification of the concern as a small 
business concern owned and controlled by 
service-disabled veterans. 

(b) NON-APPLICABILITY TO DEPARTMENT OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS.—Subsection (a) shall not 
apply to participation in contracts (includ-
ing subcontracts) with the Department of 
Veterans Affairs. 

(c) NOTICE.—The Administrator shall no-
tify any small business concern that self-cer-
tified as a small business concern owned and 
controlled by service-disabled veterans about 
the requirements of this Act, including the 
transfer date and any extension of such 
transfer date made pursuant to section 2, 
and make such notice publicly available, 
on— 

(1) the date of the enactment of this Act; 
and 

(2) the date on which an extension de-
scribed under section 2 is approved. 
SEC. 8. TRANSFER OF THE CENTER FOR 

VERIFICATION AND EVALUATION OF 
THE DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS 
AFFAIRS TO THE SMALL BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION. 

(a) ABOLISHMENT.—The Center for 
Verification and Evaluation of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs defined under sec-
tion 74.1 of title 38, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, is abolished effective on the transfer 
date. 

(b) TRANSFER OF FUNCTIONS.—All functions 
that, immediately before the effective date 
of this section, were functions of the Center 
for Verification and Evaluation shall— 

(1) on the date of enactment of this Act, be 
functions of both the Center for Verification 
and Evaluation and the Small Business Ad-
ministration, except that the Small Business 
Administration shall not have any authority 
to carry out any verification functions of the 
Center for Verification and Evaluation; and 
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(2) on the transfer date, be functions of the 

Small Business Administration. 
(c) TRANSFER OF ASSETS.—So much of the 

personnel, property, and records employed, 
used, held, available, or to be made available 
in connection with a function transferred 
under this section shall be available to the 
Small Business Administration at such time 
or times as the President directs for use in 
connection with the functions transferred. 

(d) REFERENCES.—Any reference in any 
other Federal law, Executive order, rule, reg-
ulation, or delegation of authority, or any 
document of or pertaining to a function of 
the Center for Verification and Evaluation 
that is transferred under this section is 
deemed, after the transfer date, to refer to 
the Small Business Administration. 
SEC. 9. REPORT. 

Not later than the end of the 1-year period 
beginning on the date of the enactment of 
this Act, and every 6 months thereafter until 
the transfer date, the Administrator of the 
Small Business Administration and Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs shall jointly issue 
a report to the Committees on Appropria-
tions, Small Business, and Veterans’ Affairs 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committees on Appropriations, Small Busi-
ness and Entrepreneurship, and Veterans’ Af-
fairs of the Senate on the planning for the 
transfer of functions and property required 
under this Act and the amendments made by 
this Act on the transfer date. Such report 
shall include— 

(1) whether and how the verification data-
base and operations of the Center for 
Verification and Evaluation of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs will be incor-
porated into the existing certification data-
base of the Small Business Administration; 

(2) projections for the numbers and timing, 
in terms of fiscal year, of— 

(A) already verified concerns that will 
come up for recertification; and 

(B) self-certified concerns that are ex-
pected to apply for certification; 

(3) an explanation of how outreach to vet-
eran service organizations, the service-dis-
abled veteran-owned and veteran-owned 
small business community, and other stake-
holders will be conducted; and 

(4) other pertinent information determined 
by the Administrator and the Secretary. 
SEC. 10. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go-Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. SCHNEIDER) and the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. CHABOT) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Illinois. 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days in which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the meas-
ure under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 1615, the Verification Align-
ment and Service-Disabled Business 
Adjustment Act, or the VA-SBA Act. 

I want to first take this opportunity 
to thank Chairman TAKANO and Rank-
ing Member ROE of the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. This bill is a cul-
mination of years of collaboration to 
ensure we are doing right by our Na-
tion’s veteran business owners. I thank 
the gentlemen for their cooperation 
and recognize the staff of our respec-
tive committees, both majority and 
minority, for seeing this effort 
through. 

Mr. Speaker, considering how vet-
eran-owned businesses increase com-
petition and solidify our industrial 
base, Congress created the SBA’s Serv-
ice-Disabled Veteran-Owned Small 
Business, SDVOSB, program to maxi-
mize their participation in the Federal 
marketplace. 

In 2018, the Service-Disabled Veteran- 
Owned Small Business procurement 
program awarded $20.6 billion to over 
180,000 contracts. Such awards ac-
counted for approximately 4.27 percent 
of all contracts, exceeding the 3 per-
cent statutory goal. 

While this accomplishment should be 
applauded, the structure and resources 
of the program have not kept pace with 
the growth. Currently, the Department 
of Veterans Affairs requires all partici-
pants to go through a rigorous certifi-
cation process. In contrast, the SBA al-
lows businesses to self-certify that 
they meet the regulatory threshold. 

The problem with two certification 
processes is simple: It creates confu-
sion for business owners and con-
tracting officers alike. 

This bill harmonizes the two con-
flicting contracting programs by elimi-
nating the VA certification and trans-
ferring it to the SBA. It also institutes 
a certification process under the SBA 
program to prevent concerns of fraud 
and abuse. 

I thank all the members of the re-
spective committees who have spon-
sored this bill, because it is certainly a 
step in the right direction to eliminate 
duplication and confusion between the 
two agencies. This bipartisan legisla-
tion will make it easier for the vet-
eran-owned business to do business 
with our government. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to sup-
port this bipartisan piece of legisla-
tion, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, 

Washington, DC, November 4, 2019. 
Hon. NYDIA M. VELÁZQUEZ, 
Chairwoman, Committee on Small Business, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRWOMAN VELÁZQUEZ: I am writ-

ing with respect to H.R. 1615, the 
Verification Alignment and Service-Disabled 
Business Adjustment Act. Thank you for 
consulting with the Committee on Veterans’ 
Affairs regarding the matters in H.R. 1615 

that fall within the Committee’s jurisdic-
tion. 

As a result of your consultation with us on 
this measure and in order to expeditiously 
move the bill to the floor, I forego further 
consideration of H.R. 1615. The Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs takes this action with 
our mutual understanding that we do not 
waive any jurisdiction over the subject mat-
ter contained in this or similar legislation, 
and the Committee will be appropriately 
consulted and involved as the bill or similar 
legislation moves forward so that we may 
address any remaining issues that fall within 
our jurisdiction. Further, I request your sup-
port for the appointment of an appropriate 
number of conferees from the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs during any House-Senate 
conference involving this or similar legisla-
tion. 

Finally, I would appreciate your response 
to this letter confirming this understanding 
regarding H.R. 1615 and would ask that a 
copy of our exchange of letters on this mat-
ter be included in the Committee Report and 
the Congressional Record during floor con-
sideration of the measure. Thank you for the 
cooperative spirit in which you have worked 
regarding this matter and others between 
our respective committees. 

Sincerely, 
MARK TAKANO, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, 

Washington, DC, November 5, 2019. 
Hon. MARK TAKANO, 
Chairman, Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN TAKANO: Thank you for 

your letter regarding the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs jurisdictional interest in H.R. 
1615, the ‘‘Verification Alignment and Serv-
ice-Disabled Business Adjustment Act’’ and 
your willingness to forego consideration of 
H.R. 1615 by your committee. I agree that 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs has a 
valid jurisdictional interest in certain provi-
sions of H.R. 1615 and that the Committee’s 
jurisdiction will not be adversely affected by 
your decision to forego consideration of H.R. 
1615. As you have requested, I will support 
your request for an appropriate appointment 
of outside conferees from your Committee in 
the event of a House-Senate conference on 
this or similar legislation should such a con-
ference be convened. 

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter 
and this response in the Committee Report 
and in the Congressional Record during the 
floor consideration of this bill. Thank you 
again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
NYDIA M. VELÁZQUEZ, 

Chairwoman. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume, 
and I rise in support of H.R. 1615. 

Before I speak on the bill, I want to 
thank the gentleman from Mississippi 
(General KELLY) and the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. CROW)—both vet-
erans, by the way—for their leadership 
on this important legislation and for 
their service to our country. We appre-
ciate it greatly. 

So many of our Nation’s heroes come 
home to become entrepreneurs, and 
many choose to continue with their 
service to the country by entering the 
Federal contracting space. 

Federal contracting can be a con-
fusing minefield of red tape and bu-
reaucracy, and it is up to us to make 
the process as easy as possible. 
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Unfortunately, the process is com-

plicated and rife with disparities. In 
fact, there currently exists an unneces-
sary duplication of small business pro-
grams at the SBA and the VA. Both op-
erate under separate and conflicting 
standards. 

Veterans attempting to make sense 
of these two programs often feel over-
whelmed and frustrated, sometimes to 
the point where they decline to join 
the Federal marketplace altogether. 

This should not be the case. We need 
to encourage veteran entrepreneurship 
by reducing barriers to entry, not cre-
ating more confusion. 

It is well past time that these two 
programs consolidate under a single 
agency, the SBA, and that all rules and 
regulations governing the Service-Dis-
abled Veteran-Owned Small Business 
program are unified for the benefit of 
our veteran entrepreneurs. H.R. 1615 
takes that critical step in the right di-
rection. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank both of these 
gentlemen for their leadership on this. 
I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield as much time as he may consume 
to the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
CROW), my friend and colleague. 

Mr. CROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in support of the Verification Align-
ment and Service-Disabled Business 
Adjustment Act, or the VA-SBA Act. 

I start by thanking my friend and 
colleague from Mississippi (Mr. 
KELLY)—or, as a former Army captain 
myself, I like to call him General 
KELLY—for his leadership and friend-
ship and hard work on this bill as well. 

Veterans are uniquely qualified and 
have a valuable perspective as they 
start and manage small businesses. 

In my home State of Colorado, there 
are over 52,000 small businesses owned 
by veterans that continue to give back 
to the country, the community, and 
our economy every single day. These 
veteran-owned businesses have also 
proven to go above and beyond to hire 
other veterans, including those who 
have been injured in the line of duty. 

Currently, service-disabled veterans 
who want to start a business have to go 
through a complicated, confusing, and 
redundant application process through 
both the Department of Veterans Af-
fairs and the Small Business Adminis-
tration. 

The VA-SBA Act removes duplica-
tion in regulation and cuts red tape to 
ensure the Federal Government can 
provide the support and resources that 
our veterans deserve. It also ensures 
that data on service-disabled veteran- 
owned businesses and veteran-owned 
small businesses is located at the 
Small Business Administration, which 
is uniquely equipped to serve veterans 
who want to start small businesses. 

This bill will greatly ease the burden 
on our veteran-owned small businesses 
by cutting unnecessary red tape. 

I thank Chairwoman VELÁZQUEZ and 
Ranking Member CHABOT, as well as 

Mr. SCHNEIDER and all my colleagues 
on the Committee on Small Business. 
This truly is an example of bipartisan 
cooperation, as we have all come to-
gether to do the right thing by our vet-
erans and our small businesses, a true 
win-win for the country and for our 
communities. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge all of my col-
leagues to support this bill. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as he may consume to the 
gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
KELLY), General TRENT KELLY. 

Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank Chairwoman 
VELÁZQUEZ and Ranking Member 
CHABOT for working to bring the VA- 
SBA Act to the House floor. I also 
thank my friend and cosponsor from 
Colorado (Mr. CROW) for working on 
this very important legislation. I 
thank all of them for being champions 
of both our veterans and our small 
businesses all across America. 

As we have heard in the hearings 
held in the Committee on Small Busi-
ness, the VA proactively verifies serv-
ice-disabled veteran-owned small busi-
nesses while the SBA allows business 
owners to self-certify. This process cre-
ates inconsistent outcomes, such as a 
business qualifying as a service-dis-
abled veteran business for VA con-
tracts but not other Federal agency 
contracts. 

While the SBA-certified businesses’ 
awards are subject to scrutiny, the 
lack of a front-end verification leaves 
the door open for fraud and abuse. 

We have already made significant 
strides in the right direction. The Na-
tional Defense Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 2017 instructed the SBA and 
VA to unify the definitions for service- 
disabled veteran-owned small busi-
nesses and began moving regulatory re-
sponsibility from the VA to the SBA. 
Additionally, this administration has 
made substantial improvements in 
streamlining certifications for small 
business Federal procurement pro-
grams. 

The VA-SBA Act marks the next sig-
nificant step towards unification of the 
two programs under one umbrella at 
the SBA and reduces red tape and con-
fusion for veteran small business own-
ers. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleagues 
for supporting this bill. 

Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Puerto Rico (Miss 
GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN). 

Miss GONZÁLEZ-COLÓN of Puerto 
Rico. Mr. Speaker, today I rise in full 
support of H.R. 1615, known as the VA- 
SBA Act of 2019, introduced by my dear 
friend, General KELLY from Mississippi. 

Why this bill is important for me: in 
Puerto Rico, we do have more than 
100,000 veterans registered by the VA 
system. 

Our men and women in uniform are 
an invaluable asset during their time 

of service and upon separating from the 
Armed Forces as well. One of the main 
challenges upon retiring and adjusting 
to life as a civilian is actually securing 
employment. 

Many decide to open and operate 
their own business, employing the com-
munity and generating robust gains for 
our economy. According to the Small 
Business Administration, close to 2.5 
million businesses in the United States 
are minority-owned by veterans, with a 
total annual revenue of over $1 tril-
lion—and Puerto Rico is not a part of 
these statistics. 

Yet, there are additional issues to 
consider, and that is the reason this 
bill is presented today. Both the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs and the 
Small Business Administration are in-
volved in the process of certifying 
American service-disabled veteran- 
owned businesses. 

These businesses have the option to 
self-certify with the SBA for con-
tracting purposes with the Federal 
Government, but, additionally, the 
Veterans Affairs Administration has 
its own process for certifying these 
same businesses through a more rig-
orous evaluation for Federal contracts 
within the VA. 

This is another hardship for many of 
those veterans. Having two paths for 
what is essentially the same outcome 
can be confusing for service-disabled 
veteran business owners and creates an 
opportunity for fraud, waste, and 
abuse. 

This bill will help rectify this prob-
lem by streamlining the process and 
making clear certification require-
ments for service-disabled veteran- 
owned small businesses and shifting 
this responsibility to the Small Busi-
ness Administration, which has the 
technical expertise to administer small 
business programs and properly work 
with these cases. 

By releasing the VA from this task, 
we help eliminate inconsistencies in 
the certification process and previous 
loopholes that impact Federal con-
tracting and also allow the VA to focus 
on their main mission. We also help 
focus the VA’s attention to its core 
mission of administering the 
healthcare services for our veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I am a proud original 
cosponsor of this bill, and I think we 
should all vote for it. 

Mr. CHABOT. Mr. Speaker, it is vi-
tally important to reduce the red tape 
and bureaucracy our Nation’s heroes 
endure just to try to contract with the 
Federal Government. 

There currently exists an unneces-
sary duplication of programs at the 
SBA and the VA which operate under 
separate and conflicting standards. 
This bill is a step in the right direction 
to eliminate some of that red tape for 
our Nation’s veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support the bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 
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Mr. SCHNEIDER. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

As the largest purchaser of goods and 
services in the world, the Federal Gov-
ernment is in a unique position to sup-
port veteran-owned businesses, yet 
navigating this process remains com-
plicated to many veteran entre-
preneurs. 

One of the most challenging obsta-
cles for veteran-owned businesses is 
getting certified. This first step toward 
contracting with the Federal Govern-
ment is the most important, but also 
the most complex. This is largely due 
to the fact that the SBA established its 
own program, which applies govern-
ment-wide, and the VA administrators 
established their own program as well. 

Although the two programs share the 
same goal, each has its own participa-
tion requirements. Creating more con-
fusion is the fact that firms can self- 
certify for the SBA programs, ones 
verified by the VA may not necessarily 
be found eligible to receive an SBA set- 
aside contract, and vice versa. 

Coordinating certifications between 
the SBA and the VA can allow the Fed-
eral Government to reap the benefits of 
goods and services provided by veteran- 
owned businesses. 

Again, I would like to thank Chair-
man TAKANO and Ranking Member 
ROE. Finally, I commend the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. KELLY) 
for leading this long effort and con-
tinuing to keep the needs of our vet-
eran business owners in mind, as well 
as my colleague from Colorado (Mr. 
CROW). 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1615, as 
amended. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ROSIE THE RIVETER CONGRES-
SIONAL GOLD MEDAL ACT OF 
2019 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 1773) to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal, collectively, to the 
women in the United States who joined 
the workforce during World War II, 
providing the aircraft, vehicles, weap-
onry, ammunition and other material 
to win the war, that were referred to as 
‘‘Rosie the Riveter’’, in recognition of 
their contributions to the United 
States and the inspiration they have 
provided to ensuing generations, as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1773 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Rosie the 
Riveter Congressional Gold Medal Act of 
2019’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds the following: 
(1) Over 70 years ago there was a call to ac-

tion, a demand for workers to fill the vacan-
cies left by the men who went to fight in the 
war. 

(2) More than 6 million women answered 
the call then, entering the workforce during 
World War II and providing the equipment, 
weaponry and ammunition to achieve final 
victory and end the war. 

(3) These women left their homes to work 
or volunteer full-time in factories, farms, 
shipyards, airplane factories, banks, and 
other institutions in support of the military 
overseas. 

(4) They worked with the United Service 
Organizations and the American Red Cross, 
drove trucks, riveted airplane parts, col-
lected critical materials, rolled bandages, 
and served on rationing boards. 

(5) Our ‘‘Rosie the Riveter’’, the women 
who worked and sacrificed to strengthen this 
country during World War II, are among the 
greatest living heroines in the United States. 

(6) These women persevered, despite often 
facing harassment from their male col-
leagues and disapproval from their male 
family members, and all the while continued 
to maintain their ‘‘other jobs’’ as caretakers 
of children and their households. 

(7) Minority women also overcame long- 
held policies of discrimination and made sig-
nificant contributions to the war effort. 

(8) Because of the ‘‘Rosies’’, Federal, State, 
and local agencies coordinated with business 
owners to develop childcare programs and 
other supports for working mothers. 

(9) The example that these women set dur-
ing World War II continues to inspire us and 
blaze a path for the working women and 
young girls of today. 

(10) Specifically, the images of ‘‘Rosie the 
Riveter’’ and the phrase ‘‘We Can Do It’’ con-
tinue to symbolize the empowerment of 
women today, representing patriotic women 
who want to serve and strengthen their 
country, and to inspire young girls to be-
come ‘‘21st Century Rosies’’ by aspiring to, 
and attaining positions of leadership in all 
walks of life in America. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

(a) ROSIE THE RIVETER.—The term ‘‘Rosie 
the Riveter’’ includes any female individual 
who held employment or volunteered in sup-
port of the war efforts during World War II. 

(b) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 
means the Secretary of the Treasury. 
SEC. 4. CONGRESSIONAL GOLD MEDAL. 

(a) AWARD AUTHORIZED.—The Speaker of 
the House of Representatives and the Presi-
dent pro tempore of the Senate shall make 
appropriate arrangements for the award, on 
behalf of Congress, of a single gold medal of 
appropriate design in commemoration to 
Rosie the Riveter, collectively, in recogni-
tion of their contributions to the Nation and 
the inspiration they have provided to ensu-
ing generations. 

(b) DESIGN AND STRIKING.—For the pur-
poses of the award referred to in subsection 
(a), the Secretary of the Treasury (referred 
to in this Act as the ‘‘Secretary’’) shall 
strike the gold medal with suitable emblems, 
devices, and inscriptions, to be determined 
by the Secretary. 

(c) NATIONAL MUSEUM OF AMERICAN HIS-
TORY.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Following the award of 
the gold medal under subsection (a), the gold 
medal shall be given to the National Museum 
of American History of the Smithsonian In-
stitution, where it shall be available for dis-
play as appropriate and made available for 
research. 

(2) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the National Museum of 
American History shall make the gold medal 
received under paragraph (1) available for 
display elsewhere, particularly at other ap-
propriate locations associated with Rosie the 
Riveter. 
SEC. 5. DUPLICATE MEDALS. 

The Secretary may strike and sell dupli-
cates in bronze of the gold medal struck pur-
suant to section 4 under such regulations as 
the Secretary may prescribe, at a price suffi-
cient to cover the cost thereof, including 
labor, materials, dies, use of machinery, and 
overhead expenses, and the cost of the gold 
medal. 
SEC. 6. STATUS OF MEDALS. 

(a) NATIONAL MEDALS.—The medals struck 
pursuant to this Act are national medals for 
purposes of chapter 51 of title 31, United 
States Code. 

(b) NUMISMATIC ITEMS.—For purposes of 
section 5134 of title 31, United States Code, 
all medals struck under this Act shall be 
considered to be numismatic items. 
SEC. 7. DETERMINATION OF BUDGETARY EF-

FECTS. 
The budgetary effects of this Act, for the 

purpose of complying with the Statutory 
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement 
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion’’ for this Act, submitted for printing in 
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of 
the House Budget Committee, provided that 
such statement has been submitted prior to 
the vote on passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentlewoman from 
Texas (Ms. GARCIA) and the gentleman 
from Georgia (Mr. LOUDERMILK) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and to insert extraneous mate-
rial thereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

During World War II, American 
women entered the workforce in un-
precedented numbers. More than 6 mil-
lion women answered the call to duty, 
filling jobs in factories, farms, ship-
yards, airplane factories, banks, and 
other institutions left vacant by the 
men who went to fight overseas. 

These women, despite facing harass-
ment and disapproval from their male 
colleagues and family members—and, 
in the case of minority women, long- 
held policies of discrimination—none-
theless persevered to provide critical 
equipment, weaponry, and ammunition 
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to the war effort, all while continuing 
to serve as primary caretakers for chil-
dren and as heads of household. 

The hard work and sacrifices of these 
women during the war also paved the 
way for the development of childcare 
programs and other Federal-, State-, 
and local-level policies to support 
working mothers and families. 

Today, the iconic image of Rosie the 
Riveter, first popularized as part of a 
wartime recruitment campaign for fe-
male workers, continues to be a symbol 
of female empowerment and inspira-
tion for women who wish to serve and 
strengthen their country. 

H.R. 1773 recognizes the brave, patri-
otic women who stepped up to serve 
their country in its time of need and 
whose leadership and spirit of em-
powerment continues to inspire ensu-
ing generations. 

I thank Ms. SPEIER for joining me in 
introducing this bill this Congress, and 
I urge Members to vote ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, as the son of a World 
War II veteran, the brother of a Viet-
nam veteran, and as a veteran myself 
who served during the time of Desert 
Storm and other conflicts, I under-
stand that victory in battle is not sole-
ly due to the soldier on the battlefield, 
the airman that is flying over the bat-
tlefield, or the marine or the sailor. It 
is as much the responsibility of all 
Americans and those who actually sup-
ply the weapons and the machinery of 
war that is so desperately needed by 
those who are on the battlefield. 

We saw this play out in a great way 
during World War II. As our young men 
and women were across the pond and 
throughout the Pacific fighting against 
tyranny, many here at home stepped 
up and fulfilled the positions that 
many of them vacated to go fight on 
the battlefields. 

We are honoring such of those women 
today, being Rosie the Riveters, where 
6 million answered their country’s call 
to make sure that the airmen had the 
aircraft to fly; that the infantrymen 
had the bullets and the guns that were 
needed to defend this country; that the 
sailors had the equipment, the ships, 
and the weapons to fight on the seas; 
and that the Marines that were invad-
ing the islands that were held by the 
Japanese had the materials that they 
needed. 

We could not have seen that victory 
in World War II if it weren’t for these 
brave patriots who not only took on 
the roles and the responsibilities that 
others left to make sure that we had 
the weapons and the materials and the 
logistics that were needed, but while 
also raising families at the same time. 

Back in June, I was honored to be 
one of the official delegates to travel 
to Normandy, representing the United 
States and the House of Representa-
tives for the 75th anniversary of D-day. 

I was especially honored because my 
dad was one of those who stepped on 
the shores of Normandy during that 
battle. 

And, as I was sitting in the audience 
waiting on the President to give his re-
marks, there were three lovely ladies 
sitting in the row in front of me. We 
began to engage in conversation, and I 
found out that they were Rosie Riv-
eters. And, of course, I had to have a 
selfie with Rosie the Riveter. 

They became the stars. Regardless of 
the number of Members of Congress 
who were sitting in the audience, those 
three ladies became the focus of many 
who were there, and rightfully so. And 
because of their deeds and their patri-
otism, I fully support this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I encourage all of my 
colleagues to do so as well, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
FITZPATRICK). 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, the 
Rosie the Riveter Congressional Gold 
Medal Act honors the 20th century icon 
that unified women and inspired them 
to join the workforce and help with the 
war effort. 

Throughout our Nation’s history, 
countless Americans have answered the 
call to service during times of conflict 
and turmoil. During World War II, 
women across the country left their 
homes for factory jobs in support of the 
war effort, working as riveters, 
buckers, welders, and electricians. 

These Rosie the Riveters embodied 
the ‘‘We Can Do It’’ spirit forever con-
nected with the famous poster. 

I am proud to recognize these home- 
front heroes, especially my constituent 
Mae Krier. Mae is 93. She is in the 
Chamber with us today. She lives in 
my hometown of Levittown, Pennsyl-
vania. 

During the war, determined women 
like Mae manufactured planes, ships, 
tanks, weapons, jeeps, and everything 
else that was needed to defeat the 
enemy. Mae has said, ‘‘We worked, we 
danced, and we slept on Sundays. Most 
of all, we were duty-bound.’’ 

Mae has been dedicated to get the 
real-life Rosies recognized for over 30 
years. While this bill serves to get a 
single medal to the important symbol 
that is Rosie the Riveter, it truly is be-
stowing the honor and recognition on 
the millions of women like Mae Krier. 

I am proud to recognize these heroes 
as an original cosponsor of H.R. 1773, 
alongside Representatives SPEIER, 
HUFFMAN, and now 289 of our col-
leagues. And I commend my fellow 
Pennsylvanian, Senator CASEY, for in-
troducing this bipartisan bill in the 
Senate. 

This legislation is supported by the 
Pennsylvania Veterans of Foreign 
Wars, the Marine Corps League, the 
Philadelphia Vietnam Veterans Memo-
rial Fund, among countless other orga-

nizations that represent our men and 
women in uniform and our veterans. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues in 
the House and Senate to vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
this important legislation so that we 
can see these strong American women 
honored by a Congressional Gold 
Medal. 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California (Mr. DESAULNIER). 

Mr. DESAULNIER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank my colleagues for their leader-
ship on this and my friend from Texas 
for yielding. 

I rise today as a proud sponsor of the 
Rosie the Riveter Congressional Gold 
Medal Act and thank my colleagues 
again for their bipartisan leadership on 
this bill. 

During World War II, thousands of 
women joined the war effort at the Kai-
ser Shipyards in Richmond, California, 
now home to the Rosie the Riveter 
World War II Home Front National His-
torical Park, as part of the National 
Park System, where they produced 
over 700 ships, the most productive 
shipyards in history. 

These brave and dedicated women 
broke barriers by taking jobs as riv-
eters, welders, and electricians, forever 
changing the role of women in the 
workforce. They embodied the ‘‘We Can 
Do It’’ motto. 

Among them is Betty Reid Soskin—a 
constituent, a friend, and a pillar of my 
local community—who is now the Na-
tional Park Service’s oldest serving 
ranger and works at the Rosie the Riv-
eter World War II Home Front National 
Historical Park at the age of 98. 

She has been instrumental in edu-
cating thousands of visitors about the 
Rosies and sharing her experience as a 
young Black woman working on the 
home front. 

I am so proud to have this important 
piece of history in my district, and I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
tribute to the Rosies’ invaluable serv-
ice to this country. 

Mr. LOUDERMILK. Mr. Speaker, as I 
have no more speakers on this bill, I 
urge my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to emphatically support this leg-
islation to give recognition to those 
who stepped up and served our Nation 
in such an important way during one of 
the darkest times in our Nation’s his-
tory to ensure that we not only 
brought home the victory, but we liber-
ated millions of those in oppression 
and tyranny across the globe. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I am pleased to bring forward a bill 
celebrating women from all walks of 
life who, in difficult, dark days chose 
to rise to the occasion and serve their 
country. They did not let themselves 
be confined to archaic notions of what 
women can or cannot do, nor did they 
let others dictate what a woman’s 
place is in society. 
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Let me remind my colleagues that 

these Rosies were also Rositas, who 
came from all parts of our country, in-
cluding our Hispanic community. 

I would like to read from an inter-
view with Aurora Orozco, one of the 
Rositas from Cuero, Texas, who laid 
out how so many Latinas contributed. 

‘‘In the valley there were these pack-
ing sheds where they packed tomatoes 
and lettuce . . . there were not enough 
men to work, so they started hiring 
women. So that is when it started to 
change a little more in women’s lives. 
They were calling from the government 
for women to go and work in the fac-
tories . . . then they started calling 
women into the Army. 

‘‘And first it was like, oh, my good-
ness, ‘dios mio,’ how can these women 
go over there by themselves? Every-
body was shocked because we were not 
used to seeing women leave the house. 
You didn’t leave the house until you 
were married. With senoritas, every-
thing was so strict and then came this 
change . . . and I think that was won-
derful because it opened a new world 
for women. It showed that women can 
be independent. This was a real break 
for women.’’ 

So let us honor the example these 
women set and continue to blaze a path 
for the working women of today and fu-
ture leaders of tomorrow. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this important 
piece of legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of 
my time to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. SPEIER), the sponsor of 
this legislation. 

b 1400 
Ms. SPEIER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 

the gentlewoman for giving me this op-
portunity to speak on this very impor-
tant bill. 

Rosie the Riveters who are left in 
this country deserve a Congressional 
Gold Medal. In one of the most chal-
lenging periods of our American his-
tory, women stepped up to serve this 
country. Six million women entered 
the workforce for the first time during 
World War II, offering to build weap-
ons, vehicles, and ammunition that 
helped us win the war. 

The critical contributions of Rosie 
the Riveters changed the course of 
world history and blazed a trail for to-
day’s working women. The Rosies 
proved that they could work and suc-
ceed in jobs and industries that had 
long been male-dominated. African 
American women challenged stereo-
types and policies of discrimination to 
contribute to the war effort. Because of 
the Rosies, the U.S. Government 
worked with businesses to develop sup-
port for working moms, like childcare 
programs. 

The famous image of Rosie the Riv-
eter, sleeves rolled up, muscles flexed, 
and a bandanna in place, has inspired 
generations of women and girls to em-
body the strength, patriotism, and ‘‘We 
Can Do It’’ spirit that radiates from 
the poster. 

But even the iconic image can’t do 
justice to the real-life Rosies who took 
on the mantle of the war effort at 
home, defied expectations, eradicated 
barriers to women’s participation in 
the workforce, and made victory pos-
sible. It has been one of the great hon-
ors of my career to work closely with 
several of these women during my time 
in Congress. 

Phyllis Gould went to welding school 
from 4 a.m. to 8 a.m. every day for 
weeks to get a job working at a ship-
yard in California. She was one of the 
first women accepted into the boiler-
makers union. At 97 years old, Phyllis 
still works tirelessly to make sure we 
never forget the sacrifices and the hard 
work that American women provided 
during World War II. 

Phyllis’ sister, Marian Sousa, went 
to work at 17 years of age as a drafts-
man in the shipyards in Richmond, 
California. Marian’s volunteer work at 
the Rosie the Riveter World War II 
Home Front National Historical Park 
preserves the Rosie legacy for future 
generations. 

Mae Krier went to work at Boeing 
Aircraft right out of high school, help-
ing to build B–17s and B–29 bombers. 
Today, she is one of the foremost Rosie 
advocates in the country, fighting for 
recognition of the tremendous wartime 
contributions of American women. 

Betty Reid Soskin, park ranger at 
the Rosie the Riveter World War II 
Home Front National Historical Park, 
worked as a file clerk in the boiler-
makers’ union hall. Today, she is the 
oldest national park ranger in the 
country, dedicated to bringing the 
Rosies’ trailblazing legacy to life for 
visitors. 

These Rosies are true American 
sheroes. It is long past time that they 
and all the women who served on the 
home front during World War II receive 
recognition from the country for which 
they sacrificed so much. I urge my col-
leagues to stand with us in honoring 
our Rosie the Riveters with a Congres-
sional Gold Medal. 

Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. GAR-
CIA) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 1773, as amend-
ed. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill, as 
amended, was passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

DIRECTING THE CLERK OF THE 
HOUSE TO MAKE A CORRECTION 
IN THE ENROLLMENT OF H.R. 
2423 
Ms. GARCIA of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I 

send to the desk a concurrent resolu-
tion and ask unanimous consent for its 
immediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the concurrent resolution 

is as follows: 
H. CON. RES. 72 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
Senate concurring), That in the enrollment of 
the bill H.R. 2423, the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives shall make the following 
corrections: 

(1) In section 2(a)(3), strike ‘‘Carrie Chap-
man Cat’’ and insert ‘‘Carrie Chapman 
Catt’’. 

(2) In section 4(a)(2)(C), strike the period 
after ‘‘Unum’’ and insert a period after the 
closed quotation mark at the end. 

The concurrent resolution was agreed 
to. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 13, 2019. 
Hon. NANCY PELOSI, 
The Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MADAM SPEAKER: Pursuant to the 
permission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II 
of the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on No-
vember 13, 2019, at 11:20 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed with an amend-
ment H.R. 1865. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, 

CHERYL L. JOHNSON. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess subject to 
the call of the Chair. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 5 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1629 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. BUTTERFIELD) at 4 o’clock 
and 29 minutes p.m. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4863, UNITED STATES EX-
PORT FINANCE AGENCY ACT OF 
2019; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 

Mr. DESAULNIER, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, submitted a privi-
leged report (Rept. No. 116–289) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 695) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4863) to 
promote the competitiveness of the 
United States, to reform and reauthor-
ize the United States Export Finance 
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Agency, and for other purposes; and for 
other purposes, which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pro-
ceedings will resume on motions to 
suspend the rules previously postponed. 
Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 3537, 
H.R. 499, and 
H.R. 3734. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Pursuant 
to clause 9 of rule XX, remaining elec-
tronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

VETERAN ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
TRAINING ACT OF 2019 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the unfin-
ished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 3537) to amend the Small 
Business Act to codify the Boots to 
Business Program, and for other pur-
poses, on which the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 424, nays 1, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 612] 

YEAS—424 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady 
Brindisi 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 

Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 

Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Rodney 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes 
Evans 
Ferguson 

Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx (NC) 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Haaland 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (TX) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Keller 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamb 
Lamborn 

Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lesko 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meeks 
Meng 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (NC) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newhouse 
Norcross 
Norman 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olson 
Omar 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Riggleman 

Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouda 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watkins 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 

Wild 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 

Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Wright 

Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young 
Zeldin 

NAYS—1 

Amash 

NOT VOTING—5 

Beyer 
Gabbard 

McEachin 
Serrano 

Timmons 

b 1700 

Mr. DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee 
changed his vote from ‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

SERVICE-DISABLED VETERANS 
SMALL BUSINESS CONTINUATION 
ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia). Pursuant to clause 
8 of rule XX, the unfinished business is 
the vote on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H.R. 499) to 
amend the Small Business Act to clar-
ify the treatment of certain surviving 
spouses under the definition of small 
business concern owned and controlled 
by service-disabled veterans, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 423, nays 0, 
not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 613] 

YEAS—423 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Allred 
Amash 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Biggs 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady 
Brindisi 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 

Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Comer 

Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Rodney 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan 
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Dunn 
Emmer 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes 
Evans 
Ferguson 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx (NC) 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Haaland 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (TX) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Keller 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 

Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamb 
Lamborn 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lesko 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Massie 
Mast 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meeks 
Meng 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (NC) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newhouse 
Norcross 
Norman 
Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olson 
Omar 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 

Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouda 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 

Watkins 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 

Wexton 
Wild 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 

Woodall 
Wright 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young 
Zeldin 

NOT VOTING—7 

Arrington 
Beyer 
Gabbard 

McEachin 
Serrano 
Timmons 

Waltz 

b 1709 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

Stated for: 
Mr. ARRINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I was un-

avoidably detained. Had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall No. 613. 

f 

SUCCESSFUL ENTREPRENEURSHIP 
FOR RESERVISTS AND VET-
ERANS ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD). Pursuant to clause 8 of 
rule XX, the unfinished business is the 
vote on the motion to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H.R. 3734) to re-
quire the Comptroller General of the 
United States to report on access to 
credit for small business concerns 
owned and controlled by covered indi-
viduals, to require the Administrator 
of the Small Business Administration 
to report on the veterans interagency 
task force, and for other purposes, as 
amended, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
SCHNEIDER) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, as amended. 

This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 421, nays 3, 
not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 614] 

YEAS—421 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Allred 
Amodei 
Armstrong 
Arrington 
Axne 
Babin 
Bacon 
Baird 
Balderson 
Banks 
Barr 
Barragán 
Bass 
Beatty 
Bera 
Bergman 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NC) 
Bishop (UT) 
Blumenauer 
Blunt Rochester 
Bonamici 

Bost 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady 
Brindisi 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (MD) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Budd 
Burchett 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carbajal 
Cárdenas 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Case 
Casten (IL) 
Castor (FL) 

Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Cheney 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Cisneros 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cline 
Cloud 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Comer 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Correa 
Costa 
Courtney 
Cox (CA) 
Craig 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 

Crist 
Crow 
Cuellar 
Cunningham 
Curtis 
Davids (KS) 
Davidson (OH) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Rodney 
Dean 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Delgado 
Demings 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Emmer 
Engel 
Escobar 
Eshoo 
Espaillat 
Estes 
Evans 
Ferguson 
Finkenauer 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fletcher 
Flores 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx (NC) 
Frankel 
Fudge 
Fulcher 
Gaetz 
Gallagher 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garcı́a (IL) 
Garcia (TX) 
Gianforte 
Gibbs 
Gohmert 
Golden 
Gomez 
Gonzalez (OH) 
Gonzalez (TX) 
Gooden 
Gosar 
Gottheimer 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Green (TN) 
Green, Al (TX) 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guest 
Guthrie 
Haaland 
Hagedorn 
Harder (CA) 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Hayes 
Heck 
Hern, Kevin 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins (LA) 
Higgins (NY) 
Hill (AR) 
Himes 
Holding 
Hollingsworth 
Horn, Kendra S. 
Horsford 
Houlahan 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huffman 
Huizenga 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 

Jackson Lee 
Jayapal 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (LA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson (SD) 
Johnson (TX) 
Jordan 
Joyce (OH) 
Joyce (PA) 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Keller 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Khanna 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kim 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger 
Kirkpatrick 
Krishnamoorthi 
Kuster (NH) 
Kustoff (TN) 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamb 
Lamborn 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lawson (FL) 
Lee (CA) 
Lee (NV) 
Lesko 
Levin (CA) 
Levin (MI) 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján 
Luria 
Lynch 
Malinowski 
Maloney, 

Carolyn B. 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marshall 
Mast 
Matsui 
McAdams 
McBath 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McNerney 
Meadows 
Meeks 
Meng 
Meuser 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Morelle 
Moulton 
Mucarsel-Powell 
Mullin 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (NC) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neguse 
Newhouse 
Norcross 
Norman 

Nunes 
O’Halleran 
Ocasio-Cortez 
Olson 
Omar 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Panetta 
Pappas 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pence 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Phillips 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Porter 
Posey 
Pressley 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Raskin 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reschenthaler 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Riggleman 
Roby 
Rodgers (WA) 
Roe, David P. 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rooney (FL) 
Rose (NY) 
Rose, John W. 
Rouda 
Rouzer 
Roy 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Rutherford 
Ryan 
Sánchez 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Scanlon 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schneider 
Schrader 
Schrier 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sewell (AL) 
Shalala 
Sherman 
Sherrill 
Shimkus 
Simpson 
Sires 
Slotkin 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (WA) 
Smucker 
Soto 
Spanberger 
Spano 
Speier 
Stanton 
Stauber 
Stefanik 
Steil 
Steube 
Stevens 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Suozzi 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Taylor 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tipton 
Titus 
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Tlaib 
Tonko 
Torres (CA) 
Torres Small 

(NM) 
Trahan 
Trone 
Turner 
Underwood 
Upton 
Van Drew 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 

Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Waltz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watkins 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Welch 

Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Wexton 
Wild 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Wright 
Yarmuth 
Yoho 
Young 
Zeldin 

NAYS—3 

Amash Biggs Massie 

NOT VOTING—6 

Beyer 
Gabbard 

McClintock 
McEachin 

Serrano 
Timmons 

b 1717 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill, as amended, as passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

AMERICAN DIABETES MONTH 

(Mr. PAYNE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. PAYNE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize November as Amer-
ican Diabetes Month. 

It is a personal issue for me, as I am 
one of 30 million Americans living with 
diabetes. This number is set to rise sig-
nificantly. There are an estimated 84 
million Americans with prediabetes, 
and it is the seventh leading cause of 
death in the U.S. In addition, people 
with diabetes are twice as likely to 
have heart disease or a stroke. 

The CDC estimates diabetes costs 
this country almost $330 billion per 
year. 

I hope my colleagues can spread the 
word about diabetes this month. We 
need to do all we can to stop this dead-
ly disease. 

f 

NATIONAL APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 

(Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 
Madam Speaker, I rise today to recog-
nize this week as National Apprentice-
ship Week. 

For over 80 years, the Registered Ap-
prenticeship system has been the gold 
standard for workforce development 
policy in the United States. 

In 2017, President Trump signed an 
executive order expanding the appren-
ticeship program, and since then more 
than 500,000 people have entered the 
program. 

Apprenticeships that are registered 
with the Department of Labor provide 
participants on-the-job training and 
classroom education, equipping them 
with the skills needed to succeed in to-
day’s labor force. 

With continued job growth in today’s 
economy, I want to encourage more ap-
prenticeship opportunities. I intro-
duced H.R. 1774, the LEAP Act, which 
incentivizes more employers to offer 
the DOL Registered Apprenticeship 
program through a new tax cut. 

DOL registered apprenticeships also 
come with incremental wage increases, 
improved skills, career advancement, 
enhanced retention, and increased pro-
ductivity. 

I would like to thank all the busi-
nesses, employers, and the building 
trades who have utilized these reg-
istered apprenticeships and encourage 
more businesses in various fields to 
participate. 

f 

CELEBRATING SIGMA GAMMA RHO 
FOUNDERS’ DAY 

(Ms. KELLY of Illinois asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. KELLY of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate 
Sigma Gamma Rho Sorority’s Found-
ers’ Day. 

Founded November 12, 1922, Sigma 
Gamma Rho has been empowering 
women to give greater service to their 
communities and help bring about 
greater progress in our society for 
nearly 100 years. 

We were first established at Butler 
University in Indianapolis by seven il-
lustrious founders, all educators. 
Today, we boast more than 100,000 
members from more than 500 chapters 
across the United States, Canada, Ber-
muda, the Bahamas, Korea, and Dubai. 

Throughout our history, we have un-
dertaken work on many causes, includ-
ing Act Against AIDS; Operation 
BigBookBag; the March of Dimes; St. 
Jude; and Swim 1922, a partnership 
with USA Swimming to increase diver-
sity and inclusion in the sport while re-
ducing drownings in our community. 

I am proud to be the third Sigma 
Gamma Rho elected to Congress, 
alongside Congresswomen Lindy Boggs 
and Corrine Brown. 

Our membership also includes Alice 
Dunnigan, the first Black female jour-
nalist accredited to cover the White 
House and Congress; and Mary T. 
Washington, the first Black female 
CPA. 

I want to give a special shout-out to 
our International Grand Basileus, 
Deborah Catchings-Smith. 

Happy Founders’ Day, sorors. Greater 
service, greater progress. 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF NATIONAL 
APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 

(Mr. KELLER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KELLER. Madam Speaker, while 
traveling across Pennsylvania’s 12th 
Congressional District, our team con-
sistently hears from employers with 
open positions about a skills gap of 
trained labor. 

Employers and individuals seeking 
jobs should have every tool available to 
fill open jobs needed with skills. That 
is why celebration of National Appren-
ticeship Week is so important. Na-
tional Apprenticeship Week brings 
awareness to the growing skills gap by 
highlighting the benefits of apprentice-
ships. 

Apprentices earn wages during on- 
the-job training, while receiving in-
struction and having supervision from 
a mentor. Apprentices also learn im-
portant soft skills like work attend-
ance, being a team player, and having 
a positive work attitude. 

Additionally, employers train stu-
dents in skills they need, often cre-
ating a direct pathway from training 
to employment. 

Apprenticeships have been working 
across PA–12. Partnership opportuni-
ties exist between employers—includ-
ing energy developers and educational 
institutions—to have apprenticeship- 
like programs. Programs like these and 
apprenticeships across the country 
have proven to grow the economy, 
lower student debt, and lead to family- 
sustaining careers. 

Please stand with me in support of 
National Apprenticeship Week. 

f 

b 1730 

URGING SENATE TO SECURE DACA 

(Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Ms. MUCARSEL-POWELL. Madam 
Speaker, over half of the people in my 
district in Florida, including myself, 
were born in another country. Over 
8,000 of those immigrants are DACA re-
cipients who have lived here for many 
years, some for decades, and have roots 
in our community. They are entre-
preneurs, first responders, teachers, 
community leaders, and servicemen 
and -women. They are just as American 
as any of us. 

But today, DACA is at risk, leaving 
our friends and neighbors terrified for 
their future. 

DACA recipients contribute billions 
to our economy, and the economic con-
sequences for removing our working 
DACA recipients would be cata-
strophic. But more importantly, we 
would lose valued colleagues, friends, 
and local business owners. 

Protecting DACA recipients is not 
just the right thing to do for our econ-
omy. It is the moral thing to do for us 
and our country. 

I urge the Senate to swiftly pass H.R. 
6, the Dream and Promise Act, that we 
sent them months ago to secure DACA 
and our country’s future. 

f 

SUPPORT NATION’S FARMERS AND 
RANCHERS 

(Mr. GUEST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 
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Mr. GUEST. Madam Speaker, the 

Founding Fathers understood the im-
portant role that our farmers and 
ranchers would play in the construc-
tion of our great Nation, and Congress 
has always played a pivotal role as a 
friend to our agriculture community. 

The USMCA is an agreement that 
would strengthen trade relations with 
two of our largest trading partners, 
Mexico and Canada, and would give a 
much-needed boost to the American 
farmer. 

In August of this year, I toured Mis-
sissippi with the Mississippi Farm Bu-
reau Federation. During these visits, 
and in subsequent meetings, the Mis-
sissippi agriculture community has 
consistently discussed the importance 
of the USMCA and asked for its ap-
proval. 

Unfortunately, the House majority 
has chosen impeachment instead of 
ratifying this trade agreement. The 
majority is prioritizing a partisan po-
litical process over substantive policy 
issues that would strengthen our coun-
try. 

Madam Speaker, I ask that we focus 
on the real work that needs to be ac-
complished this year and pass the 
USMCA in support of our Nation’s 
farmers and ranchers. 

f 

STANDING UP FOR DREAMERS 

(Mr. RUIZ asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. RUIZ. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today on behalf of the thousands of 
Dreamers in my district and the 800,000 
Dreamers across the country threat-
ened with deportation due to the ad-
ministration’s decision to rescind 
DACA. 

It is unconscionable that our Dream-
ers are now at risk of being separated 
from their families and removed from 
the only country they know as home. 

In addition to the sound economic, 
educational, and moral arguments we 
are hearing today, there is another ar-
gument for DACA, one that, as a doc-
tor, I know needs our attention. That 
is the public health argument. 

Doing away with DACA would mean 
the U.S. could lose over 27,000 
healthcare workers and support staff 
around the country. At a time when we 
can least afford it, we would lose 
nurses, physicians, EMTs, and hospital 
workers, people who have spent their 
careers making our Nation healthier 
and whose absence would bring our 
public health great harm. 

That is why I cosponsored, and the 
House passed, H.R. 6, the American 
Dream and Promise Act, so that 800,000 
Dreamers who work, are in school, 
have joined the military, or are work-
ing to improve our public health on a 
daily basis can live without fear of de-
portation. 

I urge Senate Majority Leader 
MCCONNELL to stop playing games and 
have a vote. Let’s get H.R. 6 passed. 

SUPPORTING NATIONAL 
APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 

(Mr. ALLEN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ALLEN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support, as others have said, 
of National Apprenticeship Week. 

The Republican-led Congress and 
President Trump jumpstarted Amer-
ica’s economy, making it the best in 
the world. There has never been a bet-
ter time to enter the workforce. How-
ever, every time I am back in the dis-
trict, I hear about the need for skilled 
workers. 

That is why apprenticeships are abso-
lutely vital to developing America’s fu-
ture workforce. By connecting employ-
ers directly to their future workforce, 
Americans have the opportunity to de-
velop technical skills while gaining 
valuable work experience. 

The numbers show just how success-
ful these programs are. Ninety-four 
percent of those who complete an ap-
prenticeship program retain employ-
ment with an average salary of more 
than $70,000. 

I am proud that Georgia is leading 
the way in career and technical edu-
cation and apprenticeships. For exam-
ple, in Lyons, Georgia, Chicken of the 
Sea has invested millions in state-of- 
the-art technology and helped train 
our next generation of skilled workers 
through their apprenticeship program, 
creating even more jobs and promoting 
economic opportunity throughout 
Toombs County. We must continue 
with this training. 

f 

MARKING 550TH ANNIVERSARY OF 
BIRTH OF GURU NANAK 

(Ms. SPANBERGER asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Ms. SPANBERGER. Madam Speaker, 
across central Virginia, our Sikh 
neighbors are celebrating the 550th an-
niversary of the birth of Guru Nanak, 
the first Sikh guru. 

They are celebrating the man whose 
teachings have shaped the core beliefs 
of their families throughout the cen-
turies, and they are remembering Guru 
Nanak’s unwavering commitment to 
the plight of the poor, his push for 
equality for all, and his fight against 
discrimination. 

Amid constant threats of invasion 
and disease, Guru Nanak encouraged 
his followers to focus on what united 
their people, not what divided them. In 
a world consumed by lies and deceit, he 
taught them to pursue truth. While 
others sought to destroy and disregard 
the Earth’s resources, Guru Nanak 
taught his followers to be responsible 
stewards of the land. 

In central Virginia, we have a warm, 
vibrant, and strong Sikh community. 
To them, I say happy Gurpurab. 

I hope all of our district’s Sikh com-
munity members will have the oppor-

tunity to enjoy these special festivities 
alongside family and friends, and I 
thank you for your rich contributions 
to our cultural, business, and faith 
communities. 

Together, we thank you for incor-
porating Guru Nanak’s principles of 
generosity, grace, and compassion into 
your daily lives. We are stronger be-
cause of you. 

Madam Speaker, ‘‘Waheguru ji ka 
Khalsa, Waheguruji ki Fateh.’’ Purity 
belongs to the Creator, all victory be-
longs to Him. 

f 

RECOGNIZING NATIONAL 
ADOPTION MONTH 

(Mr. SPANO asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SPANO. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to call attention to National 
Adoption Month. 

On any given day in our country, 
there are 440,000 children in the foster 
care system, most for 2 to 5 years. This 
holiday season, I encourage you to 
open your heart to the possibility of 
adopting a child. As an adoption attor-
ney, I can personally testify that you 
can give no greater gift to a child with-
out a home than the security of a par-
ent. 

Alternatively, foster care may be a 
better option for you. My family had 
the joy of fostering four beautiful chil-
dren over a 2-year period and simulta-
neously gave their birth parents the 
chance to receive help to overcome 
problems that led to their children’s 
removal from their home. 

Tampa Bay is blessed to have the 
Gladney Center for Adoption, Catholic 
Charities Adoption Services, Florida 
Baptist Children’s Homes, Heart of 
Adoptions Alliance, and others on the 
front lines of this issue. 

This National Adoption Month, think 
of these kids as you sit at your 
Thanksgiving table, when you shop for 
Christmas, and, above all, when you 
consider growing your family. They 
need us. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JACK AND JILL OF 
AMERICA EASTERN REGION 

(Mr. VAN DREW asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. VAN DREW. Madam Speaker, 
last month, I had the honor of meeting 
with Jack and Jill of America’s East-
ern Region teen representatives. 

For the past 80 years, the Eastern Re-
gion of Jack and Jill of America has 
been impacting the lives of children by 
making them civically engaged, chari-
table, and selfless leaders. The develop-
ment of this club allowed children to 
come together in a close, social, and 
cultural relationship with one another. 
This organization provides a supportive 
community for mothers, children, fa-
thers, and teens to assist in the posi-
tive transformation of not only the 
communities but the country. 
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The Eastern Region is the largest in 

the country with 56 chapters, and it 
continues to provide innovative pro-
gramming in the new millennium. Be-
cause of the dedication of these indi-
viduals working with the region, the 
Eastern chapters have provided over 
500,000 meals to families in need in the 
year 2014 to 2015. 

It is a job well done by the Eastern 
Region of Jack and Jill of America. We 
thank them for their support, their 
help, and their commitment to Amer-
ica. 

f 

STOP IMPEACHMENT SHAM 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Madam Speaker, 
after several weeks in the secrecy of 
the basement of this building, the im-
peachment process has moved upstairs, 
and it doesn’t look a whole lot better 
in the light of day. 

Chairman SCHIFF has made it pretty 
much a one-man show and continues to 
deny a due process that you would nor-
mally see in a court of law, with bipar-
tisan input. In other modern impeach-
ment examples, you have seen input 
from both sides. We are not seeing that 
here. We have this really ugly display 
going on of a partisan witch hunt 
against President Trump. 

Nothing has changed by coming up-
stairs. It doesn’t look any better under 
the light of the cameras. The star wit-
nesses brought today, indeed, are not 
stars at all. They weren’t even present 
on the call between the President of 
the United States and the Ukrainian 
President. 

Indeed, what we have is a sham. It 
needs to stop because it is dividing our 
country and dividing our ability to get 
anything accomplished in this place for 
the American people. 

f 

STOP PRACTICE OF TELE- 
ABORTION 

(Mr. WRIGHT asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. WRIGHT. Madam Speaker, the 
right to terminate a pregnancy has be-
come framed as a woman’s health 
issue, and yet, more and more voices 
argue in favor of methods of abortion 
that place a woman’s health at great 
risk, such as tele-abortion, a means of 
killing an unborn child by acquiring 
abortion drugs and then being coached, 
through telemedicine, on how to use 
them. 

Simple, except the woman taking the 
drugs isn’t in a medical facility. No 
medical personnel are present. If the 
drugs don’t work as planned, and the 
baby is not stillborn, it may still end 
up in a dumpster, and the mother may 
end up in an emergency room. 

The obvious danger is why I have 
filed the Tele-Abortion Prevention Act, 
H.R. 4935. This is commonsense legisla-

tion, even more so when one considers 
an FDA report that states that there 
have been more than 4,000 cases of seri-
ous adverse events, including more 
than 1,000 that required hospitaliza-
tion. 

If the woman’s health argument is 
really more than subterfuge that puts 
dressing on a tragedy, please join me in 
passing H.R. 4935, the Tele-Abortion 
Prevention Act. 

f 

DREAMERS ARE AMERICANS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs. 
KIRKPATRICK). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 3, 2019, the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ESPAILLAT) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise 
and extend their remarks and include 
extraneous materials in the RECORD on 
the subject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I 

yield to the gentleman from California 
(Mr. COSTA). 

Mr. COSTA. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to talk about an important issue 
affecting our country, and that is 
Dreamers, many of whom are in Wash-
ington this week, fighting for their 
lives in front of the United States Su-
preme Court. 

Dreamers are Americans just like 
you and me, and they should be treated 
as such. When the Obama administra-
tion established the Deferred Action 
for Childhood Arrivals, these were in-
fants from 6 months to 6 years of age 
and anywhere in between. These 
Dreamers came here through no choice 
of their own, but for them, this is the 
only country they have ever known. 

They were qualified and granted, 
under this program enacted by the 
Obama administration, to be protected 
from deportation and, thus, granted a 
legal status. 

Since then, these young people have 
made immense contributions to our so-
ciety every day. They are our friends. 
They are our neighbors. 

But they have been betrayed by this 
administration’s cruel policies toward 
migrant communities, including the ef-
forts to repeal the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals, otherwise known 
as DACA, and to dismantle the advance 
parole initiative, which was a part of 
this effort and allows Dreamers to visit 
their loved ones in the event that there 
is a wedding, a funeral, and some other 
critical moments in their lives with 
their families in the country that they 
originally came from. 

These cruel and shameless policies 
have thrown the lives of these people, 
most of them young, into chaos. They 
live in fear every day, fear to see if 
they will be removed, deported from 

the only home that they have ever 
known, from the only country they 
really have ever known. 

Living with this uncertainty is not 
right. It is unfair, and it is unjust. It is 
not the American way. 

For 243 years, America has been a 
beacon of shining light for immigrants 
around the world. In this case, we made 
promises to protect Dreamers. If the 
Supreme Court rescinds these protec-
tions, I believe Congress must keep 
fighting. I will keep fighting. 

I know these Dreamers. I have visited 
with them. They are in my schools, in 
the community colleges, and in the 
State universities. 

b 1745 
And so I want them to know, I want 

you to know because these Dreamers 
reflect and represent what? The Amer-
ican Dream. 

What is the American Dream? The 
American Dream is about immigrants 
past and immigrants present, and it is 
the embodiment of what Dreamers are 
a part of. 

So I ask my colleagues to join with 
us this afternoon in standing up and 
speaking out for those Dreamers. 

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield to my colleague from California 
(Mr. VARGAS). 

Mr. VARGAS. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New York 
for yielding. 

I rise today on behalf of hundreds of 
thousands of Dreamers. 

Yesterday, the Supreme Court heard 
arguments over the future of Deferred 
Action for Childhood Arrivals, or, as 
you heard, DACA recipients. This deci-
sion will determine whether nearly 
800,000 Dreamers will lose their legal 
protections to live and work in the 
United States. 

The average DACA recipient came to 
the U.S. as a young child and has 
called our country their home for near-
ly 20 years. Denying their legal rights 
or rescinding the promise made to 
them 7 years ago would be immoral and 
wrong. They are students, teachers, 
first responders, entrepreneurs, and 
community organizers who make our 
country stronger and contribute to it 
every day. 

Approximately 27,000 DACA recipi-
ents are currently employed as 
healthcare workers and support staff. 
Rescinding DACA would be a direct 
threat to the public health, as we heard 
from our colleague, Dr. RUIZ. We rely 
on these people. So, at this moment, it 
would be a disaster to not give them 
the legal status they need to remain in 
our country. 

DACA recipients and their house-
holds hold a combined $24.1 billion in 
spending power each year. In addition, 
DACA recipients boost Social Security 
and Medicare through payroll taxes. 

Many DACA recipients have com-
pleted high school, entered 4-year col-
leges and universities, and graduated. 
College enrollment rates have dramati-
cally increased for DACA-eligible indi-
viduals, and completion rates have 
skyrocketed. 
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Dreamers are our brothers and our 

sisters and our neighbors. They don’t 
know any other country as home. They 
were brought here as children and, 
many times, as infants. 

They built their lives here since they 
were little kids. They grew up here in 
America learning our history and lov-
ing and celebrating our culture and 
freedoms, just like any other Amer-
ican. 

They work, they pay taxes, and, like 
millions before, they dream of serving, 
too. Turning our backs on them is 
against our American values. 

The choice is clear: We must keep 
our promise to Dreamers. We must pro-
tect the dream and uphold DACA in the 
highest court of the land. 

We heard here very recently from a 
friend on the other side how we should 
open our hearts this holiday season to 
children who need adoption, and he is 
correct. At the same time, we should 
open our hearts to these children who 
came here, oftentimes, when they were 
infants—no fault of their own; their 
parents brought them here. They grew 
up in our country. In fact, many of 
them thought they were American citi-
zens until they became older. 

Madam Speaker, in the words of our 
great colleague who recently passed, 
Elijah Cummings: We are better than 
this. We are better than deporting 
these children who have never known 
another country other than our own. 
We are better than this, and hopefully 
the Supreme Court is better than this. 

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield to my colleague from California 
(Mr. CORREA). 

Mr. CORREA. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from New York 
for yielding. 

Madam Speaker, I want to correct 
the record about Dreamers, who they 
are in the United States. 

I represent central Orange County, 
home to the largest number of Dream-
ers in the United States. I will talk a 
little bit about a few of the Dreamers 
in my district. 

The first one, Jose Angel Garibay, 
who lived in my district in Santa Ana, 
enlisted in the United States Marine 
Corps. Jose was deployed to Iraq, and 
in 2003 he was killed at the age of 21. 
Jose was the first servicemember from 
Orange County to make the ultimate 
sacrifice. 

Jose Angel Garibay, rest in peace. 
Jose is a Dreamer. 
Madam Speaker, I want to correct 

the record about the Dreamers, who 
they are. 

Police officer Germain Martinez Gar-
cia grew up in southern Illinois. As an 
intern, his hard work and positive atti-
tude set him apart and earned him a 
slot in the local academy. Germain 
Martinez Garcia is a valued member of 
his team and his department. In the 
words of his police chief: ‘‘He is part of 
this community. He’s a good citizen. 
He’s a good person. We need him.’’ 

Germain Martinez, a Dreamer. 
Madam Speaker, I want to correct 

the record about who Dreamers are. 
They are lawyers. 

Cesar Vargas grew up in Staten Is-
land in New York. He has served our 
Nation in the Army. After law school, 
Cesar passed the New York bar on his 
first try in 2011. Then he applied for ad-
mission to the New York bar, but due 
to his immigration status, he was de-
nied. It would take him 5 more years 
before Cesar became the first Dreamer 
admitted to the New York State bar. 

Cesar Vargas, he is a Dreamer. 
Madam Speaker, I want to correct 

the record about Dreamers. They are 
American soldiers. 

John grew up in southern California. 
John joined the U.S. Army, and on 
March 18 of last year, he shipped out to 
basic training. John wants nothing 
more than to defend our country. 

John is a warrior and a patriot. John 
is a Dreamer. John, U.S. Army. 

Madam Speaker, I want to correct 
the record about Dreamers and who 
they are: American soldiers. 

James grew up in southern Cali-
fornia. James enlisted in the United 
States Army. James’ goal is to protect 
the United States of America because 
he loves this country. James needs 
DACA reform to ensure that he can 
come home after being deployed to de-
fend our Nation. 

James is a Dreamer. James is part of 
the U.S. Army. 

Madam Speaker, I want to correct 
the record about who Dreamers are. 
They are Harvard graduates. 

Gloria Montiel grew up in the heart 
of my district in Santa Ana. Gloria is 
the first student from Santa Ana High 
School to be accepted to Harvard. Glo-
ria was the first undocumented student 
to receive a master’s degree from Har-
vard. Gloria was the first undocu-
mented Ph.D. candidate from Clare-
mont Graduate University. 

Gloria Montiel is a Dreamer. 
Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, as 

the whip of the Congressional Hispanic 
Caucus, I am pleased to lead this 
monthly Special Order hour. It comes 
at a critical time in America, a critical 
time for our Nation and for the com-
munities that we represent. 

Yesterday morning, Madam Speaker, 
you may know that the Supreme Court 
heard a case. They heard arguments on 
Dreamers. This decision will determine 
the lives of nearly 1 million young 
Americans in the Supreme Court of the 
United States, a million people who 
were brought here at a very early age, 
at a very young age, and have known 
no other country but the United States 
of America. 

We have come to call them Dreamers 
because they symbolize, in a quin-
tessential way, what the American 
Dream stands for. They derived the 
name from bipartisan legislation intro-
duced in 2001 by none other than the 
former Republican president pro tem-
pore of the Senate, Orrin Hatch of the 
State of Utah and DICK DURBIN of the 
State of Illinois. 

That legislation, which was reintro-
duced multiple times, would have 
granted residency status to immi-

grants who came here as minors, as-
suming they had no criminal record 
and had a high school diploma; and 
they could become permanent residents 
if they got a college degree or served 
honorably in the U.S. military. 

This proposal was seen as a critical 
component of any comprehensive im-
migration reform and for many was 
considered a low-hanging fruit, the 
easiest thing we could all agree on, 
both sides of the aisle. Opinion polling 
of the American people bore that out. 
In fact, we have seen poll after poll 
after poll indicate that over 80 percent 
of the American people, whether in red 
States or blue States, support Dream-
ers. 

In 2013, after the House Republican 
majority flat-out refused to even con-
sider an overwhelmingly bipartisan 
comprehensive immigration package 
painstakingly negotiated, amended, 
and, finally, approved by the Senate on 
a healthy bipartisan vote, President 
Obama looked at what his options 
were, and he saw the very last deal was 
this low-hanging fruit. 

He used his administrative discretion 
in enforcing immigration laws, a long-
standing authority used by Presidents 
on both sides of the aisle, to create the 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals 
program, or the DACA program. 

While the program couldn’t provide 
permanent legal certainty, it did, es-
sentially, tell those who have been eli-
gible under the DREAM Act that, if 
they came forward and followed var-
ious steps to ensure they met condi-
tions similar to those in the DREAM 
Act, they would be granted relief from 
deportation and issued documents al-
lowing them to remain and work le-
gally in the United States. 

In essence, the Dreamers came for-
ward and shared their personal infor-
mation—their address, their date of 
birth—they shared that with us, the 
government. They were forward. They 
were transparent in their approach to 
share vital, personal, and confidential 
information with the government. 

The DACA program and the DREAM 
Act were so popular and so important 
because they are an example of who we 
are and aspire to be as a nation, a na-
tion of immigrants, and it honors our 
core principles such as basic fairness, 
compassion, and common sense. 

What is more, it is in our national in-
terest to keep DACA recipients here. 

Between 2017 and 2027, DACA bene-
ficiaries are projected to contribute 
$460 billion to the national GDP. They 
pay $5.7 billion in Federal taxes and 
$3.1 billion in State and local taxes, an-
nually. 

Researchers estimate ending DACA 
will cost the United States economy 
anywhere from $283 billion to $460 bil-
lion over the next 10 years. 

Our Nation also sees benefits from 
the fact that many DACA recipients 
are highly educated and skilled work-
ers. Ninety-six percent of DACA recipi-
ents are enrolled in school, and 75 per-
cent are pursuing a bachelor’s degree 
or higher. 
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27,000 DACA recipients are currently 

employed as healthcare workers and 
support staff. They are an integral part 
of the healthcare industry across 
America. 

So it stands to reason that rescinding 
DACA would do nothing but hurt the 
economy, drain our businesses of 
skilled and educated workers, and 
threaten our public health system. 

The reason the current case is mak-
ing its way through the courts is pre-
cisely because the Trump administra-
tion has been unable to substantiate 
their reasoning for terminating the 
program. 

President Trump, himself, has said 
on numerous occasions that he does 
not want to deport DACA recipients or 
so he says. In fact, two lower Federal 
courts have placed injunctions in the 
efforts to eliminate the DACA pro-
gram. 

So there are a few things I believe we 
must do. Most obviously—though, ad-
mittedly, unlikely—if the administra-
tion really does not want to send DACA 
recipients to their place, a place that 
they have never known, it should re-
scind its order or find other adminis-
trative means to give them certainty. 

But even more importantly, Madam 
Speaker, is that we change the law to 
provide permanent certainty for these 
young Americans. 

And they are truly Americans: They 
feel American; they have been here for 
many years; and many of them, with 
the exception of having their green 
card, are very much part of the Amer-
ican fabric. 

b 1800 

I was proud to vote for the Dream 
and Promise Act not too long ago when 
it passed here in the House. And as the 
only formerly undocumented immi-
grant in Congress, I was honored, deep-
ly honored to preside over its passage. 
It is now on the Senate to act. 

We heard the arguments yesterday in 
the Supreme Court. We are hopeful 
that the Court will be reasonable and 
understand that these young people 
have nothing but to give their sweat 
and their work, their abilities to our 
Nation. 

Based on the vote just 6 years ago, it 
is clear that H.R. 6 would pass if the 
majority leader in the Senate, MITCH 
MCCONNELL, brought it to a vote. 

This legislation, a similar legisla-
tion, a lot more complex, more com-
prehensive in scope, was passed not too 
long ago in the Senate in a bipartisan 
way. 

In the meantime, Democrats in the 
House, we must continue to consider 
other legislation that will help Dream-
ers. For example, the Education and 
Labor Committee recently passed a 
sweeping reform of our higher edu-
cation programs, the College Afford-
ability Act. That bill would make col-
lege more affordable and accessible to 
Dreamers by making them eligible for 
financial aid, Pell Grants, and other 
kinds of financial assistance. 

Besides, if we are encouraging 
Dreamers to complete their education 
in order to grant them legal status, the 
least we can do is help them afford the 
education. 

There are numerous reasons to keep 
Dreamers here and give them the cer-
tainty they need to succeed, the most 
basic being that we have always been, 
and will continue to be, a Nation of im-
migrants. 

For the rest of this special hour, you 
will hear from other colleagues in the 
Congressional Hispanic Caucus who 
will share their stories about why this 
is critically important for the future of 
America. In fact, I am compelled to 
tell you that this is a fight for the soul 
of America. But here I yield to them. 

Madam Speaker, I want to thank the 
many groups who continue to serve our 
constituents through their advocacy, 
their legal assistance, their organiza-
tional skills, and their moral support, 
groups like UnidosUS, United We 
Dream, the Hispanic Federation, Make 
the Road New York, faith-based 
groups, labor unions, and countless 
others. They are all shining examples 
of what America stands for, and we 
could not be successful in our work in-
side the Capitol without the work that 
they do outside of the Capitol. 

Madam Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. SOTO), my 
colleague. 

Mr. SOTO. Madam Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
ESPAILLAT), my dear friend, for yield-
ing. 

You know, we had a rally a while ago 
where I got to hear my dear friend 
from New York talk about, as he was 
addressing Dreamers, that they were 
the tears of their grandparents, they 
were the dreams of their parents, and 
how generations led up to the moment 
where their children can experience the 
American Dream. And it really got to 
me. 

It was an emotional moment for all 
of us, thinking about that story that 
all of our families, other than our Na-
tive Americans, experienced at one 
time or another, that someone had to 
make a choice, someone had to cross 
an ocean or a desert, or so many other 
barriers to get here to the United 
States. 

You know, as we look at what the 
Supreme Court, yesterday having their 
oral arguments, is set to rule upon, it 
is pretty clear that terminating DACA 
would not be in the best interests of 
the Sunshine State. It is pretty clear 
that ending DACA would be bad for 
Florida, President Trump’s new home 
State. 

When you look back, our State 
passed in a bipartisan fashion in the 
Florida legislature when I was there in- 
state tuition for Dreamers. We also 
passed a bill that I filed and was able 
to pass to admit Dreamers to the Flor-
ida Bar, all defined as DACA recipients. 

So in a State that many people refer 
to as purple, being Democrats and Re-
publicans going back and forth on close 

issues and in close elections, we came 
together to protect our Dreamers. 

So I hope as the Trump administra-
tion is examining their arguments and 
working before the Supreme Court, 
that they recognize that this wouldn’t 
serve in Florida’s best interests. 

In Florida, we have over 80,000 
Dreamers, 30,000 of whom were DACA 
recipients. I wanted to spend a few 
minutes tonight talking about their 
stories, about my constituents. 

The first Dreamer I would like to 
speak about, a DACA recipient, is Her-
man Younger, otherwise known as Her-
man to us affectionately. 

Herman Younger grew up in the city 
of Tegucigalpa, Honduras. Wanting to 
give him and his sister a better life, his 
family decided to migrate to Miami, 
Florida, in 2002. 

During this time, his parents in-
stilled in him a respect and curiosity 
for the law. This led him to join the 
Miami-Dade Police Explorers while in 
high school. 

In 2012, Herman applied for DACA, 
Deferred Action for Childhood Arrivals, 
which allowed him to pursue edu-
cational opportunities post high 
school. 

After graduating, he moved to 
Gainesville, Florida, where he studied 
political science at the University of 
Florida with a focus on ethics and 
moral law. 

During this time at UF, he joined the 
College Democrats; prelaw fraternity, 
Phi Alpha Delta; and Assembly for Ac-
tion, a conference that aims to build 
community relations with local organi-
zations. 

During his junior year, Herman in-
terned for our office in D.C., where he 
helped draft a bill I introduced earlier 
this year, the Artificial Intelligence 
JOBS Act, otherwise known as AI 
JOBS Act. 

After his internship, Herman worked 
not only on our campaigns, but 
oversaw phone bankers and canvassers 
as our district coordinator. 

Herman has since graduated from the 
University of Florida, receiving his 
bachelor’s degree. 

In May of this year, he spearheaded a 
group advocating for restaurant work-
ers to unionize against unfair treat-
ment and pay, and now currently holds 
a position with the Sierra Club as their 
organizing representative for the 
Wildlands Red Tide Campaign. 

Herman continues to be an advocate 
for other Dreamers and hopes to fight 
the structural inequities and racism 
stemming from colonization. 

Another amazing DACA recipient, an 
amazing Dreamer from my district is 
Mariana Castro. 

Mariana came to the United States 
from Peru at the age of ten with her 
mother, leaving her brothers and fa-
ther behind. 

While her mother worked three jobs 
to keep food on the table for her fam-
ily, Mariana excelled as a central Flor-
ida high school student. In tenth grade, 
she realized that regardless of her ex-
cellent grades, involvement in hun-
dreds of community service hours, that 
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her undocumented status would impact 
and potentially stop her academic ca-
reer. 

Opportunity shined when DACA be-
came a reality a few months before her 
graduation. She graduated from Cele-
bration High School in 2013, received 
the highest academic scholarship in 
the State, and chose the University of 
Florida to be her home for the next 4 
years. 

At the time, even with DACA, she 
was denied an in-state tuition rate in 
college and her scholarship was re-
voked. 

Mariana paused her education and 
fought for the in-state tuition, that I 
previously mentioned in my speech 
here tonight, for undocumented stu-
dents in the State of Florida. 

Her efforts came to fruition, as she 
stood side by side with so many other 
Dreamers when we finally passed the 
in-state tuition bill for Dreamers 1 
year later. 

And what happens when we give 
someone like Mariana an opportunity? 
She returned to the University of Flor-
ida, where she graduated with a degree 
in biological sciences this past May. 

As a DACA recipient, Mariana was 
unable to receive any state scholar-
ships, Federal aid, or loans. 

While being a full-time student, she 
worked 40 hours every week at res-
taurants to pay for her education out 
of pocket. 

During her college career, she in-
terned at my congressional office in 
2018 and was later hired as a legislative 
aid in the Florida Senate. 

She also helped start university pro-
grams that provide visibility to un-
documented students, most recently 
institutionalizing a training for profes-
sional staff about relevant immigra-
tion laws that affect the student body, 
while raising funds for the Out of the 
Shadows scholarship, a scholarship spe-
cifically for undocumented students in 
Florida that she oversaw for 3 years. 

Over the years, she received several 
awards for her advocacy in the immi-
grant community, including being 
named the only female Outstanding 
Student Leader in her graduating 
class. 

Today, Mariana Castro serves as the 
central Florida business manager for 
Impact Fund, working to change public 
policy around immigration through co-
alition building and bipartisan action. 

Mariana plans to obtain a combined 
JD and PP degree and continue to use 
legislation and grassroots organizing in 
order to fight for disenfranchised com-
munities in the Nation. 

Also, as the Civil Rights Action Task 
Force chair for the Congressional His-
panic Caucus, I wanted to talk a little 
bit about the issues before the Supreme 
Court. 

We know, with the DACA program, 
that the Federal Government created a 
promise, a promise to these eventual 
DACA recipients that their deportation 
would be deferred, and it was for an ob-
vious reason: there are over 10 million 

undocumented immigrants in the 
United States, and these were the low-
est priority for deportation because 
they were young people who came here 
through no fault of their own, that 
knew no other country other than this 
one. And I can tell you, as we heard 
from Mariana’s story and from Her-
man’s story, that they are indeed am-
bitious, and they are indeed contrib-
uting to our society. 

So a promise was made to these 
young people, and they relied on that 
promise, to their detriment, by giving 
their information to the Federal Gov-
ernment every 2 years periodically. 
And then from there, the Federal Gov-
ernment should be estopped from being 
able to use that to deport them, to sin-
gle them out in any way. 

If the program is going to be wound 
down, it should be wound down in an 
ordinary and orderly fashion. And I 
think those who are in the program 
should at least be able to stay in the 
program, or if not, not be targeted by 
the Federal Government. So I think it 
is right that the Federal Government 
should be estopped from using this in-
formation to the detriment of these 
young people. 

Then we look at the reasoning, and it 
is hard to see under either a rational 
review or a higher scrutiny that the 
court may apply, that there is enough 
information to strike down this execu-
tive order. It was done through the or-
dinary process. 

And now the reason they originally 
proffered was simply that it was uncon-
stitutional. You know, that is the pur-
view of the Supreme Court. That is not 
a reason for an administration to be 
able to strike down a program. They 
actually have to give a reason beyond 
their own opinion that something is 
unconstitutional. Of course, the Trump 
administration didn’t do that in all 
their procedures to try to end the law. 

Then eventually in the appellate 
courts, they tried to come up with 
some statistics, come up with some 
justifications after they had already 
gone through the process, and now they 
want to put the genie back in the bot-
tle. Now they want to say, ‘‘Well, our 
rationale was given in the appellate 
court, so we should be able to just use 
that from the beginning,’’ and that is 
not the way the process works. 

Even then, it was the same 
xenophobic misrepresentations that we 
hear about these young people being 
spouted to this day. 

b 1815 

Whether it is under estoppel or 
whether it is simply under the court’s 
scrutiny, I think it is pretty clear. We 
hope the Supreme Court will decline to 
end the program or, at the very least, 
have an orderly termination of it, pro-
tecting these kids and stopping the 
Federal Government from hurting 
them any further. 

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I 
yield to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. BARRAGÁN), the second vice 

chair of the Congressional Hispanic 
Caucus. 

Ms. BARRAGÁN. Madam Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman for having this 
special hour and for all of his work. 

As the Supreme Court deliberates 
this administration’s attempt to end 
the DACA program, it is easy for the 
average American to see the term 
‘‘DACA’’ as a case, a policy, a set of 
immigration statistics, or a political 
bargaining chip. But DACA is 700,000 
living, breathing people who consider 
America to be their home, the only 
home most of them have ever had. 

Over 8,000 of these DACA members 
live in my district, and I consider them 
amongst my most valued and vulner-
able constituents. They are our broth-
ers and sisters, our friends and school-
mates, our neighbors and workmates, 
and, in my instance, my cousin. And in 
my case, they are also dedicated and 
talented interns working in both my 
district office and right here in my 
Washington office. 

Irene Garcia-Brizuela is a DACA re-
cipient who has lived in the United 
States since she was 10 years old. She 
is earning her bachelor’s degree at Cal 
State Dominguez Hills. She is a part- 
time barista, as she is working hard in 
my San Pedro office. 

Even as a young girl, Irene dreamed 
of working in our government. Very 
sadly, she worries that interning for 
me might be as close as she will ever 
come because she can’t work for the 
government she respects, reveres, and 
pledges allegiance to without proof of 
legal residency. 

Juan Hinojos is an outstanding mem-
ber of my D.C. office as an intern. He 
has lived in this country since he was 2 
years old. Of course, it is the only 
home he has ever known. When Juan 
graduates Arizona State, he will be the 
first in his family to do so. 

Juan just spent two nights camping 
out to be in line to get inside the Su-
preme Court so that he could witness 
yesterday’s oral arguments, not only 
as an observer wanting to witness his-
tory, not only as an appreciator of our 
government in action, but as a partici-
pant whose fate may rest in the hands 
of that moment. 

These are just two examples of the 
wonderful and meaningful contribu-
tions that all DACA recipients make to 
our communities, our economy, our so-
ciety, and our American culture. 

Our Nation made a promise to them 
that if they work hard, study hard, 
play by the rules, and follow the law, 
they can become American citizens and 
travel as far as their talents take 
them. It is quite literally the promise 
of America. 

Madam Speaker, I want to say to 
DACA recipients nervously awaiting 
their fates: You are valued. You are ap-
preciated. You are loved. You belong 
here. 

Mr. ESPAILLAT. Madam Speaker, I 
thank my colleagues for joining me 
here today. I would like to reiterate 
the important message that we are 
here to support Dreamers. 
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This is not impossible, Madam 

Speaker. In 2002, while I was a Member 
of the New York State Assembly, the 
lower house of the New York State 
Legislature, we passed instate tuition 
allowing undocumented college stu-
dents the ability to pay instate tuition. 
We did that with a Republican Gov-
ernor and with a Republican-led Sen-
ate. Just last year, New York State 
again passed the Jose Peralta Dream 
Act. 

So it could be done, Madam Speaker. 
Just recently, I was speaking to a 

group of Dreamers and advocates in 
Battery Park, New York, having the 
Statue of Liberty as a backdrop to our 
rally. I told them to be cognizant of 
what they are doing because, very 
often, those who write history, those 
who write the chapters and the annals 
of history, are not aware that they are 
doing it. 

I asked them to pay close attention 
to what they were doing because they 
are, in fact, the protagonists. They are 
the leaders of this movement. When 
you see their faces, and you see what 
they want to do for our country, it is 
almost impossible to say no to them. I 
told them to be very cognizant of their 
effort because, in fact, they are an 
army of goodwill. 

They may not have weapons in their 
hands, and they may not wear military 
gear, but they are an army of goodwill 
that I think is fighting every day for 
the soul of America. And 20 or 30 years 
from now, they will be able to tell their 
children and grandchildren that they 
were successful, that they were crit-
ical. They were the protagonists, the 
leaders of a movement led by an army 
of goodwill that saved America and 
what it stands for. 

Madam Speaker, we will continue to 
call on our colleagues in the Senate to 
take up and pass the American Dream 
and Promise Act so that the lives of 
over 800,000 Dreamers no longer hang in 
the balance. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

IMPEACHMENT OF PRESIDENT 
TRUMP 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the gentleman from Ala-
bama (Mr. BYRNE) is recognized for 60 
minutes as the designee of the minor-
ity leader. 

Mr. BYRNE. Madam Speaker, the 
House of Representatives has been the 
scene of serious chaos, not only today, 
but for weeks. 

Unfortunately for the American peo-
ple, we have nothing to show for it. We 
have issued more subpoenas from this 
House than we have had bills that have 
actually been signed by the President. 

We haven’t been working on the U.S.- 
Mexico-Canada free trade agreement 
that President Trump worked so hard 
to negotiate. We haven’t been working 
on funding the military or bipartisan 
legislation to lower the cost of pre-

scription drugs. No, 100 percent of the 
energy of this place has been devoted 
to the impeachment of President 
Trump. 

There has been a lot of noise, a lot of 
rumors, and a lot of confusion about 
exactly what has happened and what is 
going on, where we are and how we got 
here. There is a reason for that. 

You see, Madam Speaker, by House 
rules, impeachment is under the juris-
diction of the Judiciary Committee. 
The Judiciary Committee has a great 
big hearing room just across the street. 
That is where an impeachment inquiry 
is supposed to take place. But we 
aren’t holding hearings there because 
Speaker PELOSI doesn’t want them 
there. 

Instead, the impeachment charade 
has been taking place in a small, re-
stricted room, two floors underground, 
below this Chamber, deep in the bowels 
of the Capitol. That room is known as 
the SCIF. The SCIF is a very impor-
tant room because it is where Members 
of Congress hear about our country’s 
great secrets. You can’t bring a cell 
phone in there. You can’t bring a cam-
era in there. Most importantly, the 
public can’t go in there. 

Democrats made a big spectacle 
about holding their first public hearing 
today. They act as if they are making 
some great, virtuous action to bring 
forth transparency, as if they are oper-
ating with the utmost integrity. The 
truth is that today’s hearing is little 
more than a public showcasing of wit-
nesses they have already interrogated 
and vetted in that little room to ensure 
they will only say what the Democrats 
desire. 

You see, Madam Speaker, by con-
ducting impeachment in that little 
room, Speaker PELOSI and ADAM 
SCHIFF knew that the American people 
wouldn’t know what was going on, 
what was being said. 

But right outside the SCIF, that tiny 
room, you will find dozens of cameras 
and news people. Here they are, you 
can see, talking to ADAM SCHIFF. 

ADAM SCHIFF and his staff have been 
feeding these reporters bits of informa-
tion for weeks. For weeks, we have 
been flooded with reports of so-called 
explosive things that supposedly have 
been said in this small, secret room. 

Madam Speaker, there is a rule of the 
House that every Member of Congress 
has the right to at least watch a com-
mittee hearing. A couple of weeks ago, 
some of my colleagues and I decided 
that we wanted to know what was real-
ly going on in that small, little room. 
So, we entered the SCIF, that little 
room, simply to watch. ADAM SCHIFF 
immediately stopped the proceedings, 
and he refused to proceed until we left. 

There is another rule of the House 
that says the records of committees 
are the property of the House, and 
every Member is entitled to review 
them. There is a reason for this rule. 
Those records don’t belong to ADAM 
SCHIFF. They don’t belong to Speaker 
PELOSI. They don’t belong to me. They 
belong to the American people. 

So, again, I went back to the SCIF, 
back to that little room. I showed 
them that House rule and informed 
them that I wanted only to read the 
transcripts from these secret pro-
ceedings. But Chairman SCHIFF’s staff 
said no. They would not follow the 
rules of the House. They would not let 
me read them. They said: You will get 
them later, along with everybody else, 
when we say so. 

Finally, they started releasing the 
transcripts—in a way that fit their 
agenda. Madam Speaker, I have been 
reading these transcripts as they come 
out. I have also been reading what the 
mainstream media has to say about 
them. Would you believe it? The main-
stream media is saying exactly what 
ADAM SCHIFF wants them to say. Al-
most none of them are talking about 
the other side, about President 
Trump’s defense. 

To make sure the American people 
have the facts, I felt compelled to come 
down to the floor tonight to talk about 
the things that, if you are not reading 
these thousands of pages of materials, 
you might have missed. 

There have now been about 3,000 
pages of testimony released. Despite 
many different opinions of those pages, 
there is universal agreement that 
Ukraine is one of the most corrupt 
countries on Earth. You see, Madam 
Speaker, Ukraine, like many former 
Soviet countries, is controlled by 
oligarchs. These guys have almost all 
the wealth, most of the industry, and 
pretty much all the political power. 

Corruption is so bad in Ukraine that 
many American businesspeople refuse 
to do business there because they don’t 
want to deal with the notorious 
oligarchs. 

It has been the policy of Republican 
and Democrat Presidents, for nearly 30 
years, that Ukraine must end corrup-
tion, must adopt the rule of law, and 
must take away power from the 
oligarchs. You have had Ukrainian 
Presidents come and go but, time and 
time again, things seem to stay the 
same. 

During the 2016 Presidential election, 
we know that senior members of the 
Ukrainian Government were very much 
on Secretary Clinton’s side. Don’t take 
my word for it. You can pull this arti-
cle, which was written in the final days 
of President Obama’s Presidency. You 
can look at it yourself. 

That is not some rightwing website. 
That is Politico. It might be a little 
hard to read, but here it says Ukrain-
ian ‘‘officials are scrambling to make 
amends with the President-elect’’— 
President Trump—‘‘after quietly work-
ing to boost Clinton.’’ The Ukrainian 
Government was boosting Secretary 
Clinton. 

Thanks to ADAM SCHIFF’s Star Cham-
ber rules, we still have not gotten to 
hear the President’s side of the story. 
But it should come as a surprise to no 
one, as some Democrats have pre-
tended, that President Trump did not 
want to devote his valuable, limited 
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time by doing things like holding an 
Oval Office meeting with the President 
of Ukraine after facing stuff like this. 

b 1830 

Of course, a President not offering a 
rare Oval Office meeting is not the 
same thing as not providing United 
States support. As most people know, 
Ukraine has been at war with Russia 
for about 5 years. Russia illegally in-
vaded Ukraine and still has forces 
there today. President Obama rightly 
began to give nonlethal aid to Ukraine 
to help in that war. But President 
Obama would not sell weapons to 
Ukraine because he was scared that it 
would upset the Russians. 

It actually was, would you believe it, 
President Trump who began selling 
real weapons to Ukraine to help them 
actually bring the fight to the Rus-
sians. That decision has had an enor-
mous positive effect on Ukraine. Even 
those testifying in ADAM SCHIFF’s hear-
ings who don’t like the President have 
praised President Trump for that. 

But, again, it appears that most of 
the issues that the Democrats are rais-
ing started with a few individuals in 
the administration trying to convince 
President Trump that we should forget 
Ukraine’s past, embrace the new Presi-
dent of Ukraine, and put a serious 
amount of his time into that country. 
They began, in their own words, work-
ing to change President Trump’s mind 
on Ukraine. 

For weeks, we have been going back 
and forth about what these individuals 
may or may not have been doing. We 
have a mound of bureaucratic gossip. 
We have been calling it hearsay, but it 
is gossip about what was going on, who 
was doing what. 

We have a lot of conflicting testi-
mony, speculation, and, yes, hearsay— 
gossip—but the Democrats have pro-
vided zero, and I mean no, direct evi-
dence showing President Trump or-
dered some kind of quid pro quo. In 
fact, they quit talking about quid pro 
quo because they don’t have any evi-
dence of it. 

With all of this testimony, with all of 
these rumors, it is easy to forget that 
this all goes back to the whistleblower. 
Of course, we know that the whistle-
blower also lacked firsthand knowledge 
of what he reportedly blew the whistle 
on. 

He was, according to the inspector 
general, a partisan individual. So a 
partisan individual who has no first-
hand knowledge filed a whistleblower 
complaint and that is what we are 
dealing with. 

The whistleblower made allegations 
that President Trump made demands 
on President Zelensky in a phone call 
that occurred in the White House on 
July 25, but very few people in the 
media have reported that President 
Zelensky has publicly, clearly, and re-
peatedly denied any demands were 
made on him. 

They also have not reported that the 
Justice Department, the Criminal Divi-

sion of the Justice Department, re-
viewed this allegation and declined to 
pursue a criminal investigation. They 
found no crime. 

Nevertheless, President Trump took 
the extraordinary step of releasing the 
transcript of this supposedly extraor-
dinary call. You can read the entire 
transcript online. I hope the American 
people will do so because they won’t 
find one demand in there. Not one. 
Read the transcript. 

Madam Speaker, the other issue that 
has been swirling downstairs in that 
little room is this hold that was placed 
on security assistance to Ukraine and 
apparently some other countries as 
well. 

We know that somewhere around 
July 10, the Office of Management and 
Budget placed a hold on certain foreign 
aid going to Ukraine. That is not a 
cancellation of funds. That is a process 
allowing the funds to be reviewed. 

Importantly, Madam Speaker, that 
hold was placed before the phone call 
that President Trump had with Presi-
dent Zelensky, the call that the whis-
tleblower raised. 

But, Madam Speaker, something in-
teresting in the transcript was that 
neither President Trump nor President 
Zelensky said one word about the hold 
on that call. One would think that if 
President Trump were trying to use 
the aid for extortion, he would have at 
least mentioned it. One would have 
also figured that President Zelensky 
would have mentioned the issue him-
self, given how important this aid was 
to his country. 

The truth is, the reason President 
Zelensky did not mention the funds 
was because he did not know the funds 
were on hold and President Trump 
never told him. 

Madam Speaker, this would be a very 
strange quid pro quo where President 
Trump did not tell President Zelensky 
and President Zelensky did not know 
that the funds were on hold. 

In fact, it appears that the Ukrain-
ians first found out about the hold 
when it was reported in the press on 
August 29, over a month after the 
phone call; never mind that the funds 
were released 11 or 12 days later at the 
latest, unconditionally. 

But let’s talk about that hold. Many 
of the witnesses have speculated about 
why OMB placed a hold on the aid. But 
when pressed, in all those thousands of 
pages, they have all said some version 
of: I don’t know why the aid was placed 
on hold, or I think it was for this rea-
son, but I don’t really know. 

Let’s just look at the facts. It seems 
that most everybody has somehow for-
gotten that President Trump ran a 
campaign on deep skepticism of foreign 
aid. He asked some tough questions 
that the American people appreciated. 
Are we getting our fair share? Are the 
Europeans freeloading off of us? Should 
we be taking a second look at this? 

So we have a new President, a new 
parliament in Ukraine. Is it really that 
surprising that an administration run 

by President Trump would say: Let’s 
take another look at this before we 
send another $250 million out the door. 
I think the American people would find 
that pretty reasonable. 

Again, Madam Speaker, we have a lot 
of bureaucratic gossip here, a lot of 
people standing around the water cool-
er somewhere in the White House; a lot 
of speculation. But not one person has 
testified they had any direct knowl-
edge that President Trump ordered the 
aid be held in exchange for some kind 
of political favor. Not one person. 

In fact, the only witness who had any 
form of serious contact with President 
Trump, Ambassador Sondland, testified 
that he called President Trump and 
asked him what was going on with this 
aid. 

Almost nobody has reported it, but 
here is a direct quote from that ex-
change. In this exchange, Sondland 
talks about one of the Democrat wit-
nesses raising the rumor of quid pro 
quo with him. 

So Sondland called the President, 
and here you see the President directly 
told him: ‘‘There is no quid pro quo. No 
quid pro quo.’’ That is the evidence 
that is being introduced today and be-
fore today. 

On top of that, we have Vice Presi-
dent PENCE meeting with President 
Zelensky on September 1, and about 3 
weeks later, you have President 
Trump, seen right here in this picture, 
you have President Trump with Presi-
dent Zelensky. 

So, Madam Speaker, in closing, let’s 
review. We have got a total sham proc-
ess, a real Star Chamber. The Star 
Chamber, by the way, it actually was 
something that grew up in the 17th 
century in Great Britain, so that the 
king, in order to squash his political 
opponents, could have a closed hearing, 
have his own rules, and then do what-
ever he needed to take the people who 
were dissidents and squash them. That 
is the Star Chamber that ADAM SCHIFF 
has been running. 

We have no evidence that President 
Trump ordered any kind of quid pro 
quo. None. No evidence. And the Demo-
crats have stopped talking about quid 
pro quo because it isn’t working for 
them. Because they don’t have the 
facts. 

The call transcripts show no demand. 
President Zelensky says there was no 
demand. And no evidence shows Presi-
dent Trump ordered a demand. 

The Ukrainians got the aid money 
within days of even finding out it was 
on hold. And, finally, Madam Speaker, 
they got the high-level meeting, not 
only with the President of the United 
States, but also with the Vice Presi-
dent that they wanted. 

But here we are, Madam Speaker, so 
many important issues falling by the 
wayside with nothing getting done for 
the American people. 

We are going to run out of money to 
run the government in about a week 
and we have done nothing about it. 

The Constitution makes clear that 
impeachment is an acceptable redress 
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only for, let me quote it: ‘‘treason, 
bribery, or other high crimes and mis-
demeanors.’’ Nothing less. 

I think my friends on the other side, 
unfortunately, they get up here in 
Washington, and they forget that al-
though they may not like this Presi-
dent, he was chosen by the American 
people as the leader of this country. 

I am sorry, Madam Speaker, they 
must do much better than offering the 
American people some hearsay and bu-
reaucratic gossip if they want to take 
this President down. 

The truth is this about removing the 
President: They know that the votes in 
the Senate aren’t there for that. The 
Senate is not going to remove Presi-
dent Trump from office. It is not hap-
pening. 

This is about satisfying the Demo-
crat’s desire to play to their resistance 
base, the people who said the day after 
the election in 2016 that they wanted to 
impeach Donald Trump. 

The whistleblower’s lawyer wrote 
that he wanted a coup in January of 
2017. 

This is also about trying to build up 
a case for defeating President Trump in 
the 2020 election. The impeachment 
process is not supposed to be used for 
that. We have campaigns for that. We 
raise money to do that. We don’t use 
this body for that. 

This entire process from its very in-
ception has been a hypocritical, shame-
ful exercise in partisan political oppor-
tunism. There is no substance here. 
None of President Trump’s actions 
even approach anything remotely near 
impeachable conduct. 

But Democrats have made a critical 
error in orchestrating their scheme. If 
you watched what happened today, 
most of it was boring, and the reason it 
was boring is because there is no there 
there. 

The Democrats have misunderstood 
and underestimated the resolve of the 
American people that elected this 
President. The facts are on the Presi-
dent’s side, and we will rise to the oc-
casion and fight back against this rad-
ical scheme to remove President 
Trump. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

f 

WE ARE THE HOPE OF THE SLAVE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2019, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GREEN) for 
30 minutes. 

Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-
er, and still I rise. And I rise tonight 
with love of country and heart inspired 
by ‘‘Harriet.’’ ‘‘Harriet,’’ the movie. 

I saw the movie, ‘‘Harriet,’’ and I was 
inspired to speak tonight because of 
some of the horrors associated with the 
movie. There were some high points in 
the movie, but the movie is about a 
person born into slavery, a person who 
had been given the promise of freedom, 
freedom that was denied. 

Inspired by this movie, I rise. I also 
would rise because I am inspired by the 
poem Maya Angelou left us, the poem 
that allows us to express some of the 
reasons why I am here in this Congress, 
if you will. 

In this poem in the last stanza, she 
leaves us these words: 
Bringing the gifts that my ancestors gave, 
I am the dream and the hope of the slave. 

The dreams and hopes of the 
Harriets, the dreams and hopes of those 
who were able to survive the journey 
across the ocean; those who were able 
to survive and not be lynched; those 
who were able to survive Jim Crow 
laws, and Bull Connor’s dogs. 
I am the dream and the hope of the slave. 
I rise. 
I rise. 
I rise. 

I am proud that Maya Angelou gave 
us this poem, because it gives us some-
thing to believe in. We are the hope of 
the slave. There are many of us. 

I am not the only one, but I rise to-
night. I rise because I am the bene-
ficiary of people who lived and died so 
that I might have this moment. 

I am not supposed to be in Congress. 
People lived and died, people who sur-
vived German Shepherds, and high- 
pressure water hoses. 

b 1845 

I am the beneficiary of people who 
fought in a war, a war for freedom. And 
in that war for freedom, some 600,000 
Americans lost their lives. 

Most people believe that World War 
II claimed the most American lives— 
not so. Nor did World War I, nor the 
Vietnam war—not so. It was the Civil 
War that claimed the most lives of 
Americans, a war fought so that I 
might have the privilege of standing 
here today. 

I don’t say to you that that is what 
was in the minds of the people, but the 
liberation of a people has metamor-
phosed into this opportunity. 

So I rise understanding that, in that 
war, there were some African Ameri-
cans. Then, they were known as col-
ored troops. Some 30,000 colored troops 
died, and still I rise knowing that oth-
ers made a sacrifice. 

And I am here tonight to talk about 
the bigotry that still exists in this 
country. Bigotry is on the rise in this 
country, and we, the Members of this 
House, have acknowledged it, and we 
are responding to it. We have re-
sponded to it with hearings: 

Tuesday, April 9, 2019, hearing styled, 
‘‘Hate Crimes and the Rise of White 
Nationalism’’; 

Wednesday, May 8, 2019, hearing 
styled, ‘‘Confronting the Rise of Do-
mestic Terrorism in the Homeland’’; 

Wednesday, May 15, 2019, hearing 
styled, ‘‘Confronting White Supremacy 
(Part I): The Consequences of Inac-
tion’’; 

Tuesday, June 4, 2019, hearing styled, 
‘‘Confronting White Supremacy (Part 
II): Adequacy of the Federal Re-
sponse’’; 

Wednesday, September 18, 2019, hear-
ing styled, ‘‘Meeting the Challenge of 
White Nationalist Terrorism at Home 
and Abroad’’; 

September 20, 2019, hearing styled, 
‘‘Confronting Violent White Suprem-
acy (Part III): Addressing the 
Transnational Terrorist Threat.’’ 

These are some of the hearings that 
we have had in our response to the rise 
of bigotry, to the rise of hate, white su-
premacy, anti-Semitism, all of the var-
ious invidious discrimination that we 
find ourselves having to deal with— 
Islamophobia, xenophobia, 
homophobia, all of the invidious pho-
bias that we have to contend with. 

We are responding, and we are re-
sponding because this hate has to be 
dealt with. Those who ignore invidious 
discrimination, those who ignore hate, 
those who ignore racism—all of the 
various phobias that I have called to 
your attention—perpetuate these var-
ious forms of invidious discrimination. 

We perpetuate when we ignore. When 
we tolerate, we ignore. I rise tonight 
because we cannot ignore the hate. We 
have to stare it down. We have to take 
it on. I must do so because I am the 
hope of the slave, the many who suf-
fered. 

I have been given this opportunity, 
and it would be a waste, a wasted op-
portunity, if I but only came to this 
Congress and took on the issues of our 
day, the issues du jour, and ignore this 
issue. 

Other issues are important. I don’t 
put them aside. But this issue cannot 
be ignored. To ignore it would be a be-
trayal of those who suffered so that I 
might be here. It would be a slap in the 
face to those who died so that I might 
have this opportunity. 

So I take advantage of the oppor-
tunity that has been afforded me, not 
necessarily because I want to, but be-
cause I have to. I don’t have a choice. 
And as long as I am in this Congress, I 
am going to be the reminder. I am 
going to be the conscience for those 
who have suffered. I will not back 
down. 

And tonight, I want to ask the ques-
tion: Why do more than 51 percent of 
American voters think that the Presi-
dent is a racist? 

This is printed. This is information 
available. 

Yes, in this country, the greatest 
country in the world—the country that 
stands for liberty and justice for all; 
the country with government of the 
people, by the people, for the people; 
the country wherein no one is above 
the law—in this country, 51 percent of 
American voters believe that the Presi-
dent is a racist. 

Why would 51 percent believe that 
the President is a racist? 

This makes people uncomfortable to 
hear me stand in the well of the House 
of Representatives and talk about the 
racism emanating from the Presidency. 
It makes people uncomfortable. 

People want to get back to bigotry as 
usual, when bigotry is something that 
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we confront on an as-needed basis, but 
not anything that we seek to end, big-
otry being something that we read 
about, that we hear about, but we don’t 
have to do anything about. 

No, we have to do something about 
it. 

So the question: Why would 51 per-
cent—more than 50 percent—of the 
American voters believe that the Presi-
dent is a racist? 

Could it be because at the time he 
was promoting an immigration policy 
he called countries in Africa, countries 
where people of color are predominant, 
could it be because he called them s- 
hole countries? 

I don’t use scatology. I never use pro-
fanity—I should correct myself. I never 
speak profanity. There are times when 
I do think it. And I am told that, as a 
person thinks, so is the person, but I 
never say it. I respect those around me 
to the extent that I don’t use sca-
tology. 

But the question is: Why do people 
think that the President is a racist? 

One answer is: Could it be because he 
has infused bigotry into policy? 

When he was negotiating this policy, 
immigration policy, he made this com-
ment and thereafter promulgated a pol-
icy—or attempted to—that would limit 
persons coming from countries of color, 
would limit them access, and open ac-
cess to persons coming from countries 
predominated by Anglos. 

Could it be because he launched a 
travel ban against Muslims? Is this 
why more than 50 percent of the Amer-
ican public believe that the President 
is a racist, a travel ban based upon reli-
gion? 

In this country, we appreciate and 
celebrate freedom of religion. If you 
can ban one, where is the line? Where 
must you stop? 

The ban was initially shot down. 
After some tweaking, this policy was 
implemented. 

This President is thought by more 
than 50 percent of the American pub-
lic—that is my refrain—to be a racist. 

Could it be because he attacked a 
Muslim Gold Star family, the parents 
of a Muslim who served in our mili-
tary, who gave his life for our country? 
Could it be because he would attack 
this family, a Muslim family? 

Could it be because he claimed that a 
judge was biased against him and said 
that he is a Mexican? Could it be be-
cause he believes that he cannot get 
justice from a person of color? 

More than 50 percent of the American 
voters believe that the President is a 
racist. And if I said ‘‘people’’ before, I 
correct the RECORD here and now. It is 
voters. 

Could it be because the Justice De-
partment sued his company twice for 
not renting to Black people? The Presi-
dent of the United States, having been 
sued for not renting to people of color, 
maybe this is a reason that more than 
50 percent of the American public be-
lieve that the President of the United 
States of America is a racist. 

Uncomfortable to hear, not pleasant, 
but it is the truth. And it is written 
that, if you know the truth, the truth 
will set you free. I hope to free some 
souls tonight. 

Could it be because he refused to con-
demn the white supremacist who advo-
cated for him? He didn’t say: ‘‘White 
supremacist, I don’t want your sup-
port,’’ didn’t condemn white suprem-
acy and white supremacists. 

Could it be because he questioned 
whether the only African American to 
become President of the United States 
was born in the United States? Could it 
be because he carried that message 
near and far? 

He was almost proud to take on the 
challenge of questioning the nation-
ality of the Black President of the 
United States. And since he has be-
come President, it seems that he has 
tried to undo the legacy of the African 
American President. 

Could it be because he took out a 
full-page ad advocating the death pen-
alty for those who were charged in 
what is known as the Central Park 
Five, a horrible case? Someone did un-
godly things to a young woman in Cen-
tral Park. Five persons of color were 
taken into custody. He took out a full- 
page ad and was an advocate for the 
death penalty. 

Could it have been done because of 
principle? Let’s give him the benefit of 
the doubt for the moment. But later 
on, it was proven that the five did not 
commit the crime—not based on a 
technicality; based upon DNA evidence. 

The President never apologized— 
stood his ground. As a matter of fact, 
he hasn’t apologized for any of the 
things that I have called to our atten-
tion tonight. He does not apologize. He 
does not repent. He does not say ‘‘I am 
wrong; I made a mistake’’—something 
that I do more often than I would like 
to, but I make mistakes. He doesn’t 
apologize. 

Five people incarcerated, but five 
people liberated based upon evidence— 
no apology, no retraction from the 
President. 

Could it be because he has condoned 
the beating of a Black Lives Matter 
protester? 

Could it be because he has stereo-
typed Jews and shared an anti-Semitic 
image created by white supremacists? 

Could it be because he has been sanc-
tioned by the U.S. House of Represent-
atives for his racist comments directed 
at Members of Congress? 

There are many reasons to be dis-
cussed, but we have to acknowledge 
that, with all of this evidence and with 
our moving forward on impeachment, 
with all of this evidence, should we not 
consider the impeachment of this 
President as the Radical Republicans— 
as they were called, but they were Re-
publicans—did in 1868 with Andrew 
Johnson? 

b 1900 

Republicans impeached Andrew 
Johnson in article X—for those who 

care to read the articles, article X of 
the XI Articles of Impeachment 
against him. 

Republicans impeached Andrew 
Johnson for reasons rooted in his big-
otry. He was the President Trump of 
his time. 

Andrew Johnson did not want the 
freedmen and -women to have the same 
rights and privileges as other Ameri-
cans. He fought against this. He fought 
the Freedmen’s Bureau. He did not 
want them to be accorded freedom—the 
Harriet Tubmans of the world to have 
their freedom. 

Andrew Johnson was the bigot of his 
time, but the Republicans took a 
stand. The Republicans took the moral 
high ground. 

When you are standing on the moral 
high ground, you have a moral impera-
tive to go forward. And they did. And 
the Republicans impeached Andrew 
Johnson. I admire the Republicans of 
1868. I believe that what they did was 
right. And, more importantly, it was 
the righteous thing to do. I am a per-
son who stands with what they did. 

There are those who would say, 
‘‘Well, that was 1868.’’ 

Well, the Constitution hasn’t 
changed. It was based upon the same 
Constitution that we read, the same 
Article II, Section 4 that we have used 
for our impeachment going forward 
currently—same articles. Nothing has 
changed. 

You can’t conclude that what they 
did in 1868, when they were closer to 
those who framed the Constitution 
than we are today, had a greater sense, 
perhaps, of what—if you measure your 
sense of what was available by your 
nexus to those who made it available— 
they were following the Constitution. 

We should follow the Constitution. 
We have a duty and a responsibility to 
the Harriets of the world to not allow 
this level of bigotry to continue to em-
anate from the Presidency. 

Impeachment is moving forward. I 
had said months ago that the President 
would be impeached. I repeat only what 
I have said then when I close with: He 
will be impeached. The hands of his-
tory will record that President Donald 
John Trump was impeached by this 
House of Representatives. 

And for those who say that I have al-
ready made up my mind, you are cor-
rect. I have, because the evidence is ap-
parent, and there is no requirement 
that I must wait until we have had sub-
sequent hearings. 

He will be impeached. And I believe 
that we ought to add articles that in-
clude his invidious discrimination 
harmful to this society. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to refrain from en-
gaging in personalities toward the 
President. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. GREEN of Texas. Madam Speak-

er, I move that the House do now ad-
journ. 
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The motion was agreed to; accord-

ingly (at 7 o’clock and 4 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Thursday, No-
vember 14, 2019, at 10 a.m. for morning- 
hour debate. 

f 

BUDGETARY EFFECTS OF PAYGO 
LEGISLATION 

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As- 
You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YAR-
MUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote 
on passage, for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, that H.R. 1615, the 
VA-SBA Act, as amended, would have 
no significant effect on the deficit, and 
therefore, the budgetary effects of such 
bill are estimated as zero. 

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As- 
You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YAR-
MUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote 
on passage, for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, that H.R. 1773, the 
Rosie the Riveter Congressional Gold 
Medal Act of 2019, as amended, would 
have no significant effect on the def-
icit, and therefore, the budgetary ef-
fects of such bill are estimated as zero. 

Pursuant to the Statutory Pay-As- 
You-Go Act of 2010 (PAYGO), Mr. YAR-
MUTH hereby submits, prior to the vote 
on passage, for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD, that H.R. 3661, the 
Patriotic Employer Protection Act of 
2019, as amended, would have no sig-
nificant effect on the deficit, and 
therefore, the budgetary effects of such 
bill are estimated as zero. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

2910. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Dairy Pro-
gram, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Federal 
Milk Marketing Orders--Amending the Class 
I Skim Milk Price Formula; Correction 
[Docket No.: AMS-DA-18-0096] received No-
vember 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2911. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Dairy Pro-
gram, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Federal 
Milk Marketing Orders--Amending the Class 
I Skim Milk Price Formula [Doc. No.: AMS- 
DA-18-0096] received November 7, 2019, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

2912. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Federal Grain 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s di-
rect final rule — Removal of Specific Fee 
Reference [Doc. No.: AMS-FGIS-18-0063] re-
ceived November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2913. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s temporary 

rule — Olives Grown in California; Establish 
Procedures To Meet Via Electronic Commu-
nications [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-18-0061; SC18- 
932-1 FR] received November 7, 2019, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

2914. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Pears Grown in Oregon and Washington; 
Change in Committee Structure for Proc-
essed Pears [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-18-0078; SC19- 
927-1 FR] received November 7, 2019, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

2915. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Cranberries Grown in the States of Massa-
chusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
Jersey, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, Or-
egon, Washington, and Long Island in the 
State of New York; Amendment to Mar-
keting Order 929 and Referendum Order [Doc. 
No.: AMS-SC-18-0017; SC18-929-3 FR] received 
November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2916. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Onions Grown in South Texas; Order Amend-
ing Marketing Order 959 [Doc. No.: AMS-SC- 
17-0067; SC17-959-4] received November 7, 2019, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

2917. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Legislative 
and Regulatory Review, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Reorganization and Transfer of Regu-
lations [Doc. No.: AMS-FGIS-18-0073 FR] re-
ceived November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2918. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Dairy Pro-
gram, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — National 
Bioengineered Food Disclosure Standard 
[Doc. No.: AMS-TM-17-0050] (RIN: 0581-AD54) 
received November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2919. A letter from the Administrator, 
Livestock and Poultry Program, Agricul-
tural Marketing Service, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Soybean Promotion, Research, 
and Consumer Information; Beef Promotion 
and Research; Amendments To Allow Redi-
rection of State Assessments to the National 
Program [No.: AMS-LPS-13-0083] (RIN: 0581- 
AD49) received November 7, 2019, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2920. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Marketing Order Regulating the Handling of 
Spearmint Oil Produced in the Far West; 
Salable Quantities and Allotment Percent-
ages for the 2019-2020 Marketing Year [Doc. 
No.: AMS-SC-18-0084; SC19-985-1 FR] received 
November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2921. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 

Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Irish Potatoes Grown in Colorado; Modifica-
tion of the Handling Regulations for Area 
No. 2 [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-18-0067; SC18-948-2 
FR] received November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

2922. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Marketing Order Regulating the Handling of 
Spearmint Oil Produced in the Far West; In-
creased Assessment Rate [Doc. No.: AMS-SC- 
19-0026; SC19-985-2 FR] received November 7, 
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

2923. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Livestock and 
Poultry Program, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Voluntary Grading of Meats, Pre-
pared Meats, Meat Products, Shell Eggs, 
Poultry Products, and Rabbit Products 
[Doc.: #AMS-LP-18-0095] received November 
7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Pub-
lic Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

2924. A letter from the Administrator, Ag-
ricultural Marketing Service, Specialty 
Crops Program, Department of Agriculture, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule — 
Pecans Grown in the States of Alabama, Ar-
kansas, Arizona, California, Florida, Geor-
gia, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, and Texas; Revision of Re-
porting Requirements [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-18- 
0019; SC18-986-1 FR] received November 7, 
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

2925. A letter from the Director, Issuances 
Staff, Food Safety and Inspection Service, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Eligibility of 
Thailand To Export Siluriformes Fish and 
Fish Products to the United States [Doc. 
No.: FSIS-2018-0031] (RIN: 0583-AD74) received 
November 6, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2926. A letter from the Director Issuances 
Staff, Food Safety and Inspection Service, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Eligibility of the 
Socialist Republic of Vietnam To Export 
Siluriformes Fish and Fish Products to the 
United States [Doc. No.: FSIS-2018-0029] 
(RIN: 0583-AD74) received November 6, 2019, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

2927. A letter from the Director, Issuances 
Staff, Food Safety and Inspection Service, 
Department of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Eligibility of the 
People’s Republic of China To Export 
Siluriformes Fish and Fish Products to the 
United States [Docket No.: FSIS-2018-0030] 
(RIN: 0583-AD73) received November 6, 2019, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture. 

2928. A letter from the Department of Agri-
culture, Specialty Crops Program, Specialty 
Crops Inspection Division, Department of 
Agriculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Removal of U.S. Grade Stand-
ards [Doc. No.: AMS-SC-18-0081, SC-19-329] re-
ceived November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2929. A letter from the Deputy Secretary, 
Division of Trading and Markets, Securities 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:14 Nov 14, 2019 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00038 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K13NO7.075 H13NOPT1S
sp

en
ce

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

B
X

C
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8825 November 13, 2019 
and Exchange Commission, transmitting the 
Commission’s statement- Market Structure 
Innovation for Thinly Traded Securities [Re-
lease No.: 34-87327; File No.: S7-18-19] received 
November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Financial 
Services. 

2930. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Tebuconazole; Pesticide 
Tolerances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2018-0094; FRL- 
10001-27] received November 4, 2019, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on 
Energy and Commerce. 

2931. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Standards of Performance 
for Stationary Compression Ignition Internal 
Combustion Engines [EPA-HQ-OAR-2018-0851; 
FRL-10001-93-OAR] (RIN: 2060-AU27) received 
November 4, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2932. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Propyzamide; Pesticide Tol-
erance for Emergency Exemptions [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2019-0283; FRL-10000-50] received Novem-
ber 4, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2933. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — National Priorities List 
[EPA-HQ-OLEM-2019-0077 and 0078; FRL- 
10001-92-OLEM] received November 4, 2019, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

2934. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Dinotefuran; Pesticide Tol-
erance for Emergency Exemption [EPA-HQ- 
OPP-2019-0357; FRL-10000-96] received Novem-
ber 4, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2935. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Determination of Attain-
ment by the Attainment Date for the 2008 
Ozone National Ambient Air Quality Stand-
ards; Phoenix-Mesa, Arizona [EPA-R9-OAR- 
2018-0821; FRL-10001-65-Region 9] received No-
vember 4, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

2936. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Air Plan Approval; Illinois; 
NAAQS Update [EPA-R05-OAR-2019-0331; 
FRL-10001-88-Region 5] received November 4, 
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

2937. A letter from the Deputy Bureau 
Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau, 
Federal Communications Commission, trans-
mitting the Commission’s final rule — Con-
nect America Fund [WC Docket No.: 10-90] 
received November 7, 2019, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 
251; (110 Stat. 868); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

2938. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion that the national emergency with re-

spect to Iran, declared in Executive Order 
12170 of November 14, 1979, is to continue in 
effect beyond November 14, 2019, pursuant to 
50 U.S.C. 1622(d); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 
202(d); (90 Stat. 1257) (H. Doc. No. 116—79); to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and or-
dered to be printed. 

2939. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting notifica-
tion that the continuation of the national 
emergency with respect to the proliferation 
of weapons of mass destruction that was de-
clared in Executive Order 12938 of November 
14, 1994, as amended, is to continue in effect 
beyond November 14, 2019, pursuant to 50 
U.S.C. 1622(d); Public Law 94-412, Sec. 202(d); 
(90 Stat. 1257) (H. Doc. No. 116—80); to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

2940. A letter from the Acting Chief Pri-
vacy and Civil Liberties Officer, Executive 
Office for Immigration Review, Department 
of Justice, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Privacy Act of 1974; Implemen-
tation [CPCLO Order No.: 11-2019] received 
November 5, 2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 
Stat. 868); to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

2941. A letter from the Regulations Coordi-
nator, Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Medicare and Medicaid Pro-
grams; CY 2020 Home Health Prospective 
Payment System Rate Update; Home Health 
Value-Based Purchasing Model; Home Health 
Quality Reporting Requirements; and Home 
Infusion Therapy Requirements [CMS-1711- 
FC] (RIN: 0938-AT68) received November 5, 
2019, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; (110 Stat. 868); jointly 
to the Committees on Ways and Means and 
Energy and Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. GRIJALVA: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 729. A bill to amend the Costal 
Zone Management Act of 1972 to authorize 
grants to Indian Tribes to further achieve-
ment of Tribal coastal zone objectives, and 
for other purposes (Rept. 116–283). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. GRIJALVA: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 925. A bill to extend the author-
ization of appropriations for allocation to 
carry out approved wetlands conservation 
projects under the North American Wetlands 
Conservation Act through fiscal year 2024 
(Rept. 116–284). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GRIJALVA: Committee on Natural Re-
sources. H.R. 1446. A bill to require the 
United States Postal Service to continue 
selling the Multinational Species Conserva-
tion Fund Semipostal Stamp until all re-
maining stamps are sold, and for other pur-
poses; with an amendment (Rept. 116–285, Pt. 
1). Order to be printed. 

Ms. LOFGREN: Committee on House Ad-
ministration. H.R. 1980. A bill to establish in 
the Smithsonian Institution a comprehen-
sive women’s history museum, and for other 
purposes; with an amendment (Rept. 116–286 
Pt. 1). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DEFAZIO: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 4031. A bill to 
amend the Federal Water Pollution Control 

Act to reauthorize the Great Lakes Restora-
tion Initiative, and for other purposes (Rept. 
116–287). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DEFAZIO: Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. H.R. 4044. A bill to 
amend the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act to reauthorize the National Estuary Pro-
gram, and for other purposes (Rept. 116–288). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DESAULNIER: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 695. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4863) to 
promote the competitiveness of the United 
States Export Finance Agency, and for other 
purposes (Rept. 116–289). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

DISCHARGE OF COMMITTEE 
Pursuant to clause 2 of rule XIII, the 

Committees on Natural Resources and 
Transportation and Infrastructure dis-
charged from further consideration. 
H.R. 1980 referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 

bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. DUNN: 
H.R. 5059. A bill to amend the Robert T. 

Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to provide for the authority to 
reimburse local governments for interest ex-
penses, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. BISHOP of Georgia: 
H.R. 5060. A bill to amend title 10, United 

States Code, to extend eligibility for concur-
rent payment of both retired pay and vet-
erans’ disability compensation to chapter 61 
disability retirees with less than 20 years of 
service who are not eligible for combat-re-
lated special compensation, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices, and in addition to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself and Mr. 
LANGEVIN): 

H.R. 5061. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
42 Main Street in Slatersville, Rhode Island, 
as the ‘‘Specialist Matthew R. Turcotte Post 
Office’’; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Reform. 

By Mrs. DEMINGS (for herself, Mr. 
GAETZ, Mr. DUNN, Mr. YOHO, Mr. 
RUTHERFORD, Mr. LAWSON of Florida, 
Mr. WALTZ, Mrs. MURPHY of Florida, 
Mr. POSEY, Mr. SOTO, Mr. WEBSTER of 
Florida, Mr. BILIRAKIS, Mr. CRIST, 
Ms. CASTOR of Florida, Mr. SPANO, 
Mr. BUCHANAN, Mr. STEUBE, Mr. 
MAST, Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Ms. FRANKEL, Mr. DEUTCH, 
Ms. WASSERMAN SCHULTZ, Ms. WILSON 
of Florida, Mr. DIAZ-BALART, Ms. 
MUCARSEL-POWELL, and Ms. 
SHALALA): 

H.R. 5062. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
9930 Conroy Windermere Road in 
Windermere, Florida, as the ‘‘Officer Robert 
German Post Office Building’’; to the Com-
mittee on Oversight and Reform. 

By Mr. GOTTHEIMER (for himself and 
Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio): 
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H.R. 5063. A bill to provide for increased 

authorities relating to United States-Israel 
unmanned aerial systems cooperation; to the 
Committee on Armed Services, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. HAGEDORN: 
H.R. 5064. A bill to direct the Secretary of 

Agriculture and the Secretary of Homeland 
Security to establish an interagency task 
force to examine animal disease trans-
mission, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Agriculture, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. JEFFRIES (for himself and Mr. 
BURCHETT): 

H.R. 5065. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to provide re-entry entrepreneur-
ship counseling and training services for for-
merly incarcerated individuals, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Small Busi-
ness. 

By Ms. LEE of California (for herself, 
Ms. TLAIB, Mr. GRIJALVA, Ms. NOR-
TON, Mr. HUFFMAN, Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. THOMPSON of Mis-
sissippi, Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. 
DELAURO, Ms. HAALAND, Mr. 
ESPAILLAT, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. 
GARCÍA of Illinois, Ms. OMAR, Mrs. 
WATSON COLEMAN, and Mr. MCGOV-
ERN): 

H.R. 5066. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to impose a corporate tax 
rate increase on companies whose ratio of 
compensation of the CEO or other highest 
paid employee to median worker compensa-
tion is more than 50 to 1, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H.R. 5067. A bill to transition military vet-

erans into new careers in education, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Armed 
Services, and in addition to the Committees 
on Education and Labor, the Judiciary, and 
Veterans’ Affairs, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Ms. NORTON (for herself, Mr. 
BANKS, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Ms. DELAURO, Mr. 
DESAULNIER, Mr. GALLEGO, Ms. 
HAALAND, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
LUJÁN, Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York, Mr. SOTO, Mr. SUOZZI, and 
Ms. WILD): 

H.R. 5068. A bill to authorize the Women 
Who Worked on the Home Front Foundation 
to establish a commemorative work in the 
District of Columbia and its environs, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself, 
Ms. MENG, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Ms. 
MOORE, Ms. TLAIB, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, and Ms. LEE of 
California): 

H.R. 5069. A bill to require the Secretary of 
Health and Human Services to develop for 
consideration of the Congress a poverty line 
for purposes of the Community Services 
Block Grant Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself, 
Ms. MENG, Mr. CLAY, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. 
GARCÍA of Illinois, and Ms. LEE of 
California): 

H.R. 5070. A bill to provide access to Fed-
eral public benefits for individuals with 

criminal convictions, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Oversight and Reform. 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself, 
Ms. MENG, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Ms. 
TLAIB, Mr. GARCÍA of Illinois, and Ms. 
LEE of California): 

H.R. 5071. A bill to provide access to Fed-
eral public benefits for aliens, without re-
gard to the immigration status of that alien, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Reform. 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself, 
Ms. MENG, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. GARCÍA of 
Illinois, and Ms. LEE of California): 

H.R. 5072. A bill to create an equitable and 
stable rental housing market, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Financial 
Services, and in addition to the Committees 
on the Judiciary, and Transportation and In-
frastructure, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ (for herself, 
Ms. MENG, Ms. GARCIA of Texas, Ms. 
TLAIB, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, Mr. GARCÍA 
of Illinois, and Ms. LEE of California): 

H.R. 5073. A bill to require a score of work-
er-friendliness of each employer before en-
tering into a Federal contract, to establish a 
contracting preference for such score, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Oversight and Reform, and in addition to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. PANETTA (for himself and Mr. 
TAYLOR): 

H.R. 5074. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to make permanent the author-
ity of the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
provide transportation to and from Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs facilities in connec-
tion with vocational rehabilitation or coun-
seling; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Ms. PORTER (for herself, Mr. KING 
of New York, Ms. STEVENS, Mr. LEVIN 
of Michigan, Mr. KATKO, and Mr. 
FITZPATRICK): 

H.R. 5075. A bill to amend the Family and 
Medical Leave Act of 1993, to repeal certain 
limits on leave for a married individuals em-
ployed by the same employer; to the Com-
mittee on Education and Labor, and in addi-
tion to the Committees on Oversight and Re-
form, and House Administration, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Ms. SHALALA (for herself, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Ms. KUSTER of New Hamp-
shire, and Mr. DAVID P. ROE of Ten-
nessee): 

H.R. 5076. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide information 
regarding vaccines for seniors as part of the 
Medicare & You handbook and to ensure that 
the treatment of cost sharing for vaccines 
under Medicare part D is consistent with the 
treatment of vaccines under Medicare part 
B, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, and in addition to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, for a pe-
riod to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. TIPTON: 
H.R. 5077. A bill to provide protections and 

certainty for private landowners related to 
resurveying certain Federal land under the 
administrative jurisdiction of the Bureau of 
Land Management, the National Park Serv-

ice, and the Forest Service, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources, and in addition to the Committee on 
Agriculture, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ (for herself and 
Mr. CHABOT): 

H.R. 5078. A bill to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to provide re-entry entrepreneur-
ship counseling and training services for in-
carcerated individuals, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Small Business. 

By Mr. WALBERG (for himself, Mr. 
LOWENTHAL, Mr. LAMALFA, and Mrs. 
DINGELL): 

H.R. 5079. A bill to establish a program to 
accurately document vehicles that were sig-
nificant in the history of the United States, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

By Ms. GARCIA of Texas: 
H. Con. Res. 72. Concurrent resolution di-

recting the Clerk of the House to make a 
correction in the enrollment of H.R. 2423; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Ms. LOFGREN: 
H. Res. 693. A resolution authorizing the 

Director of the Office of Diversity and Inclu-
sion and the Director of the Office of the 
Whistleblower Ombudsman to each appoint 
and fix the pay of employees of their respec-
tive Offices; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Ms. WATERS (for herself, Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. CARSON 
of Indiana, Ms. LEE of California, Mr. 
DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois, Mr. 
GREEN of Texas, Ms. BASS, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Ms. JACKSON 
LEE, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. RUSH, Mr. CLAY, 
Ms. NORTON, Ms. MOORE, Mrs. WAT-
SON COLEMAN, Mr. EVANS, Mr. LEWIS, 
Ms. PRESSLEY, Ms. PLASKETT, Mrs. 
BEATTY, and Ms. FUDGE): 

H. Res. 694. A resolution recognizing the 
importance of the Civil Rights Act of 1866 
and the laws derived therefrom; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H. Res. 696. A resolution establishing the 

Elijah E. Cummings Room; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. YOHO (for himself, Mr. 
MCCAUL, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, 
and Mr. MCGOVERN): 

H. Res. 697. A resolution recognizing the 
significance of the genuine autonomy of 
Tibet and the Tibetan people and the work 
His Holiness the 14th Dalai Lama has done to 
promote global peace, harmony, and under-
standing; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. DUNN: 
H.R. 5059. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution 
By Mr. BISHOP of Georgia: 

H.R. 5060. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
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Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 1: to provide for the 

common defense and general welfare. 
Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 12: to raise and sup-

port armies. 
Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 14: The constitu-

tional authority on which this bill rests is 
the power of Congress to make rules for the 
government and regulation of the land and 
naval forces, as enumerated in Art. I, Sect. 8, 
Clause 14 of the United States Constitution, 

Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 16: to provide for or-
ganizing, arming, and discipling, the Militia, 
and for governing such Part of them as may 
be employed in the Service of the United 
States, reserving to the States respectively, 
the Appointment of the Officers, and the Au-
thority of training the Militia according to 
the discipline prescribed by Congress. 

Art. I, Sect. 8, Clause 18: to make all laws 
which shall be necessary and proper for car-
rying into Execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested by the 
Constition in the Government of the United 
States or in any Department or Officer 
thereof 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 
H.R. 5061. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8. 

By Mrs. DEMINGS: 
H.R. 5062. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 of the Constitution pro-

vides Congress with the power to establish 
post offices and post roads. 

By Mr. GOTTHEIMER: 
H.R. 5063. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress to ‘‘pro-
vide for the common Defence’’, to raise and 
support Armies’’, and ‘‘to make Rules for the 
Government and Regulation of the land and 
naval Forces’’ as enumerated in Article I, 
section 8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. HAGEDORN: 
H.R. 5064. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. JEFFRIES: 
H.R. 5065. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power to. . . pro-

vide for the . . . general Welfare of the 
United States; . . .’’ 

By Ms. LEE of California: 
H.R. 5066. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H.R. 5067. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 states ‘‘The 

Congress shall have Power To . . . regulate 
Commerce . . . among the several 
States. . . .’’ And Article 1, Section 8, Clause 
14 states ‘‘The Congress shall have Power To 
. . . make Rules for the Government and 
Regulation of the land and naval Forces....’’ 
And Article 1, Section 8, Clause 18 states 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power To . . . 
make all Laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into Execution the fore-
going Powers, and all other Powers vested by 
this Constitution in the Government of the 

United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof.’’ 

By Ms. NORTON: 
H.R. 5068. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
clause 18 of section 8 of article I of the 

Constitution. 
By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ: 

H.R. 5069. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ: 
H.R. 5070. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ: 
H.R. 5071. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ: 
H.R. 5072. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Ms. OCASIO-CORTEZ: 
H.R. 5073. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. PANETTA: 
H.R. 5074. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, clause 18 

By Ms. PORTER: 
H.R. 5075. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

Constitution. 
By Ms. SHALALA: 

H.R. 5076. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Mr. TIPTON: 
H.R. 5077. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
section 8 of article I of the Constitution 

By Ms. VELÁZQUEZ: 
H.R. 5078. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
‘‘The Congress shall have Power to . . . 

provide for the . . . general Welfare of the 
United States; . . .’’ 

By Mr. WALBERG: 
H.R. 5079. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the United 

States Constitution 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the 

United States Constitution 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 3: Mr. GARAMENDI, Ms. MCCOLLUM, and 
Mr. VEASEY. 

H.R. 4: Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mexico. 
H.R. 96: Mr. SAN NICOLAS. 
H.R. 144: Mr. ROUZER. 
H.R. 294: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 302: Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 587: Mr. COMER and Mr. SWALWELL of 

California. 
H.R. 763: Mr. PAYNE and Mr. CLAY. 

H.R. 837: Mr. HAGEDORN, Mr. JOHNSON of 
South Dakota, and Mr. BUDD. 

H.R. 912: Mr. ALLRED, Mr. KEATING, Mrs. 
LURIA, Ms. MENG, Mr. MURPHY of North 
Carolina, Mr. SARBANES, Ms. UNDERWOOD, 
Ms. VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. WILSON of Florida, Mrs. 
RADEWAGEN, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mrs. MCBATH, 
and Mr. LAMB. 

H.R. 934: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and 
Mr. POCAN. 

H.R. 935: Ms. NORTON and Ms. SCANLON. 
H.R. 1002: Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mex-

ico. 
H.R. 1104: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 1154: Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1175: Mr. MURPHY of North Carolina 

and Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 1220: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 1329: Mr. FOSTER. 
H.R. 1345: Mr. DEUTCH. 
H.R. 1349: Mr. SCHNEIDER. 
H.R. 1364: Mr. CASTEN of Illinois, Mr. 

DELGADO, Mr. Garcı́a of Illinois, and Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 1393: Mr. CARTWRIGHT, Mr. LANGEVIN, 
Mr. RASKIN, and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 1398: Mr. KING of New York, Mr. 
MCCAUL, Mr. KINZINGER, and Mr. FLORES. 

H.R. 1434: Mr. OLSON and Mr. GIBBS. 
H.R. 1450: Mr. TONKO, Mr. RYAN, and Mrs. 

MURPHY of Florida. 
H.R. 1549: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 1554: Mr. DEFAZIO and Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 1556: Mr. SMITH of Washington. 
H.R. 1694: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 1695: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 1700: Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. WRIGHT, and 

Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 1730: Mr. TURNER and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 1753: Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee and 

Mr. FLORES. 
H.R. 1786: Ms. ESHOO and Ms. KUSTER of 

New Hampshire. 
H.R. 1816: Mr. LUJÁN. 
H.R. 1846: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 1858: Mr. STEUBE. 
H.R. 1869: Mr. BUDD, Mr. BROWN of Mary-

land, Mr. PALMER, and Ms. PORTER. 
H.R. 1925: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York and Mr. KATKO. 
H.R. 1953: Mr. SOTO. 
H.R. 1963: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire. 
H.R. 2073: Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Ms. SCANLON, Mr. VAN DREW, Mr. SMITH of 
New Jersey, and Ms. WILD. 

H.R. 2079: Mr. ROUZER. 
H.R. 2113: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2146: Ms. DELBENE. 
H.R. 2158: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 2168: Ms. DEAN and Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 2213: Mr. ROUDA. 
H.R. 2214: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 2216: Mr. WRIGHT. 
H.R. 2223: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2224: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 2264: Mrs. FLETCHER. 
H.R. 2271: Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 2305: Mr. RUTHERFORD and Ms. 

JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 2339: Ms. MOORE, Ms. LOFGREN, and 

Ms. SCANLON. 
H.R. 2382: Mr. TRONE, Mr. KELLY of Penn-

sylvania, Ms. KENDRA S. HORN of Oklahoma, 
Mrs. MCBATH, and Mr. WEBSTER of Florida. 

H.R. 2416: Mr. SPANO. 
H.R. 2441: Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 2447: Mrs. WALORSKI. 
H.R. 2453: Mr. ROUZER. 
H.R. 2474: Mr. LAWSON of Florida. 
H.R. 2482: Mr. RUTHERFORD. 
H.R. 2491: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 2594: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Mr. 

REED. 
H.R. 2650: Mr. FLEISCHMANN. 
H.R. 2651: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 2700: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 2720: Mrs. LEE of Nevada. 
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H.R. 2733: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER. 
H.R. 2747: Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 2771: Mr. MOOLENAAR. 
H.R. 2818: Mrs. BEATTY and Mr. BALDERSON. 
H.R. 2846: Mr. KINZINGER. 
H.R. 2896: Ms. WEXTON and Ms. SHERRILL. 
H.R. 2986: Mr. BRINDISI, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. 

CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 3048: Ms. TORRES SMALL of New Mex-

ico, Mrs. BEATTY, and Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 3068: Ms. KUSTER of New Hampshire, 

Mr. KHANNA, Mr. CARBAJAL, and Ms. TLAIB. 
H.R. 3077: Ms. SHERRILL. 
H.R. 3107: Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana and Ms. 

CRAIG. 
H.R. 3110: Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 3121: Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
H.R. 3131: Mr. GALLEGO. 
H.R. 3138: Mr. NEGUSE, Mr. STANTON, and 

Mr. KIM. 
H.R. 3165: Ms. WEXTON and Ms. CRAIG. 
H.R. 3182: Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. 
H.R. 3250: Ms. WEXTON. 
H.R. 3265: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 3272: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 3373: Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3400: Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 3436: Mr. DUNCAN. 
H.R. 3463: Ms. SPEIER, Mr. GREEN of Texas, 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, and Mr. THOMP-
SON of Mississippi. 

H.R. 3467: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 3495: Mr. POSEY, Mr. KELLER, Mr. RICE 

of South Carolina, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. 
BUCSHON, Mr. COMER, Mr. BALDERSON, Mr. 
WILLIAMS, Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr. 
LATTA, Mr. GRAVES of Louisiana, Ms. 
GRANGER, and Mr. WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 3561: Mr. GONZALEZ of Ohio and Ms. 
HOULAHAN. 

H.R. 3637: Ms. CLARKE of New York and Mr. 
VAN DREW. 

H.R. 3647: Mr. STAUBER. 
H.R. 3666: Mr. SENSENBRENNER. 
H.R. 3702: Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. 
H.R. 3720: Mr. DAVIDSON of Ohio. 
H.R. 3742: Mrs. RODGERS of Washington. 
H.R. 3757: Mr. LAMB. 
H.R. 3760: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 3798: Mr. CÁRDENAS. 
H.R. 3817: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H.R. 3851: Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. BISHOP of 

Utah, Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, and Mr. JOHN-
SON of South Dakota. 

H.R. 3861: Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. 
H.R. 3918: Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 3934: Mr. GOSAR and Mr. SCHWEIKERT. 
H.R. 3960: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Ms. 

BROWNLEY of California. 
H.R. 3975: Mr. RUTHERFORD and Mr. KEVIN 

HERN of Oklahoma. 
H.R. 3983: Mr. KELLER. 
H.R. 4002: Mr. STEIL. 
H.R. 4004: Mr. CICILLINE and Mr. MCADAMS. 
H.R. 4018: Mr. LAMB. 
H.R. 4052: Mr. LOWENTHAL. 
H.R. 4092: Mr. FLORES. 
H.R. 4098: Mr. BANKS and Mr. KUSTOFF of 

Tennessee. 
H.R. 4107: Ms. TLAIB. 
H.R. 4108: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 4165: Ms. JUDY CHU of California and 

Mr. CÁRDENAS. 

H.R. 4189: Mrs. FLETCHER. 
H.R. 4193: Mr. CUELLAR. 
H.R. 4194: Mr. LATTA. 
H.R. 4215: Mr. AMODEI. 
H.R. 4219: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. 
H.R. 4230: Mr. SUOZZI, Mr. PETERS, and Ms. 

SLOTKIN. 
H.R. 4304: Ms. BLUNT ROCHESTER and Mr. 

TIPTON. 
H.R. 4331: Ms. JAYAPAL, Mr. COHEN, and Mr. 

WELCH. 
H.R. 4348: Mr. MEEKS, Mr. SHERMAN, and 

Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 4386: Ms. ESCOBAR and Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 4391: Mr. LAMB. 
H.R. 4399: Mr. GAETZ, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 

Mr. WALKER, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, 
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. BIGGS, Mr. ROONEY of 
Florida, Mr. BYRNE, Mr. COMER, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, and Mr. SMITH of Missouri. 

H.R. 4421: Mr. BURGESS and Mr. LYNCH. 
H.R. 4426: Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. GALLEGO, Mr. 

GRIJALVA, Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. PANETTA, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. RASKIN, Mr. SABLAN, Ms. 
SCHRIER, Mr. SOTO, Ms. TLAIB, and Mr. YAR-
MUTH. 

H.R. 4436: Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Ms. LEE of 
California, Ms. TLAIB, Mr. LOWENTHAL, Ms. 
OMAR, Ms. PRESSLEY, Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of 
Illinois, Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mr. 
KHANNA, Mr. LEWIS, Mr. CONNOLLY, and Mr. 
RUSH. 

H.R. 4485: Mr. BUDD. 
H.R. 4500: Ms. CLARKE of New York. 
H.R. 4508: Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas, Mr. 

VARGAS, and Mr. TRONE. 
H.R. 4519: Mr. KIM, Mr. POCAN, Ms. DEAN, 

and Mr. VAN DREW. 
H.R. 4561: Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. PANETTA, and 

Ms. ESHOO. 
H.R. 4588: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 4589: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 4672: Ms. SÁNCHEZ, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. 

SWALWELL of California, Ms. BROWNLEY of 
California, Ms. BASS, and Mr. PANETTA. 

H.R. 4674: Mr. CRIST, Mrs. LAWRENCE, and 
Ms. CLARKE of New York. 

H.R. 4681: Mr. BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. LAMB, 
and Mr. TRONE. 

H.R. 4684: Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. 
H.R. 4694: Mr. PAPPAS. 
H.R. 4697: Mr. GARAMENDI, Miss RICE of 

New York, Mr. DOGGETT, Ms. DEAN, Mr. 
SERRANO, Mr. CASTEN of Illinois, Mr. 
HUFFMAN, Mr. FOSTER, and Ms. MATSUI. 

H.R. 4701: Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 4704: Ms. SHERRILL and Ms. WEXTON. 
H.R. 4722: Mr. AGUILAR and Ms. OMAR. 
H.R. 4732: Mr. ESPAILLAT. 
H.R. 4736: Mr. CLINE. 
H.R. 4738: Mr. DAVID P. ROE of Tennessee. 
H.R. 4797: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 4820: Ms. SPANBERGER. 
H.R. 4823: Mr. BLUMENAUER, Ms. JUDY CHU 

of California, Mr. POCAN, and Mr. 
DESAULNIER. 

H.R. 4880: Mr. SUOZZI. 
H.R. 4890: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Mrs. NAPOLI-

TANO, Mr. SOTO, Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. VELA, 
and Ms. PINGREE. 

H.R. 4901: Mr. CORREA. 
H.R. 4920: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 4932: Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota 

and Mr. COLE. 

H.R. 4934: Mr. SMITH of Missouri and Mr. 
MITCHELL. 

H.R. 4941: Mr. TURNER. 
H.R. 4945: Mr. POCAN and Ms. MCCOLLUM. 
H.R. 4957: Ms. BASS, Mr. YOUNG, Mr. SOTO, 

and Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 
H.R. 4967: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER and Mr. 

BROWN of Maryland. 
H.R. 4968: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 4979: Mr. MARSHALL, Mr. FOSTER, Ms. 

ESHOO, Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. LAMB, 
Mr. BABIN, and Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. 

H.R. 4982: Mr. MOOLENAAR. 
H.R. 4986: Mr. CARTWRIGHT and Ms. PIN-

GREE. 
H.R. 4989: Mr. HASTINGS, Mrs. BEATTY, and 

Mr. CARSON of Indiana. 
H.R. 4990: Mr. BALDERSON. 
H.R. 4995: Ms. KELLY of Illinois and Ms. 

HERRERA BEUTLER. 
H.R. 4996: Ms. HERRERA BEUTLER. 
H.R. 5004: Ms. ESCOBAR. 
H.R. 5013: Mr. CLEAVER. 
H.R. 5018: Mr. YOHO. 
H.R. 5021: Ms. ADAMS, Mr. LYNCH, and Mr. 

FOSTER. 
H.R. 5034: Ms. PRESSLEY and Ms. JAYAPAL. 
H.R. 5036: Mr. CASE, Mr. DEUTCH, and Ms. 

CLARK of Massachusetts. 
H.R. 5042: Ms. FUDGE and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 5052: Mr. KHANNA. 
H.R. 5053: Ms. LOFGREN. 
H.J. Res. 20: Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. 
H.J. Res. 79: Mr. PAPPAS. 
H. Con. Res. 20: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H. Con. Res. 50: Ms. CHENEY. 
H. Con. Res. 52: Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-

fornia, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. POCAN, and Ms. 
TLAIB. 

H. Con. Res. 68: Mr. KUSTOFF of Tennessee 
and Mr. STEUBE. 

H. Res. 49: Mr. MAST. 
H. Res. 114: Ms. CASTOR of Florida and Mr. 

WALBERG. 
H. Res. 117: Ms. LEE of California. 
H. Res. 153: Mr. CASE. 
H. Res. 160: Mr. RIGGLEMAN. 
H. Res. 214: Mr. CASE. 
H. Res. 255: Mr. VAN DREW. 
H. Res. 374: Mr. PETERS, Mr. STIVERS, and 

Mr. COMER. 
H. Res. 410: Ms. SPANBERGER. 
H. Res. 538: Mrs. RADEWAGEN. 
H. Res. 546: Ms. SPANBERGER. 
H. Res. 574: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Ms. 

OMAR. 
H. Res. 585: Mr. KIND. 
H. Res. 621: Ms. TITUS. 
H. Res. 642: Mr. PANETTA, Mr. SUOZZI, and 

Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H. Res. 654: Mr. LEWIS and Mrs. WATSON 

COLEMAN. 
H. Res. 676: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia. 
H. Res. 683: Mrs. WAGNER. 
H. Res. 688: Ms. MENG and Mr. CICILLINE. 
H. Res. 690: Mrs. DEMINGS, Ms. NORTON, Ms. 

BASS, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. HASTINGS, Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY, Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Ms. FUDGE, Mr. LEWIS, 
and Ms. MOORE. 

H. Res. 692: Mr. KEVIN HERN of Oklahoma. 
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Senate 
The Senate met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the President pro 
tempore (Mr. GRASSLEY). 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, Dr. Barry C. Black, of-
fered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. 
Eternal God, hear us when we cry to 

You. You have been our help in ages 
past and our hope for the years to 
come. 

You don’t keep a record of our trans-
gressions but shower us daily with 
mercy and forgiveness. Great is Your 
faithfulness. 

As our Senators wait for the unfold-
ing of Your powerful providence, give 
them Your peace. Lord, may they cling 
to Your promises knowing that You 
will lead them to a desired destination. 
Give them the wisdom to trust Your 
unconditional love and Your willing-
ness to save those who call on Your 
Name. 

We pray in Your mighty Name. 
Amen. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The President pro tempore led the 
Pledge of Allegiance, as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRAMER). The Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for 1 
minute as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

NATIONAL ADOPTION MONTH 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, No-
vember is National Adoption Month. 
This year, we have very good news. 

In 2018, over 63,000 young people were 
adopted from foster care. That is an in-

crease of 4,000 from the previous year. 
However, the number of children wait-
ing for adoption also increased. That 
number rose to 125,000. Unfortunately, 
teenagers, sibling groups, and those 
with medical challenges often wait 
much longer to be adopted. Every child 
deserves a safe, permanent, loving 
home, so I want to commend all those 
who have chosen to adopt children in 
foster care. 

If you wonder where I get the opinion 
that it is unfortunate that people want 
a permanent, safe, and loving home, all 
you have to do is listen to the kids in 
the foster care system, and you always 
get this response: What I would like to 
have is a mom and dad, and I would 
like to have a home. In other words, 
they get tired of being shuffled around 
from one foster home to another foster 
home, to another foster home. That is 
where I come from in recognizing No-
vember as National Adoption Month. 

I yield the floor. 
f 

RECOGNITION OF THE MAJORITY 
LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-
jority leader is recognized. 

f 

NOMINATION OF STEVEN J. 
MENASHI 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, 
after we confirm Chad Wolf to serve in 
a senior position at the Department of 
Homeland Security, the Senate will 
turn to President Trump’s nominee to 
serve on the Second Circuit Court of 
Appeals. 

Steven Menashi’s nomination con-
tinues an already distinguished career 
studying, teaching, and practicing law. 
After earning degrees from Dartmouth 
and Stanford, he clerked for Judge 
Douglas Ginsburg on the DC Court of 
Appeals and Justice Alito on the Su-
preme Court. Mr. Menashi has held a 
research fellowship at the New York 
University School of Law and taught 

at George Mason University’s Antonin 
Scalia Law School. 

Even the American Bar Association’s 
Standing Committee on the Federal 
Judiciary, which has lately—lately 
made headlines for treating President 
Trump’s nominees in a less-than-even-
handed way, has rated this nominee 
‘‘well-qualified.’’ 

Obviously, a majority of our col-
leagues on the Judiciary Committee 
concurred, and now the entire Senate 
will have the opportunity to confirm 
yet another outstanding jurist to the 
Federal bench. 

I urge each of my colleagues to join 
me in supporting Steven Menashi’s 
nomination this week. 

f 

TURKEY AND SYRIA 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, now 
on another matter, today President 
Trump will host the leader of Turkey 
at the White House. Although I have 
expressed concerns about granting 
President Erdogan such an honor in 
light of his recent actions, I hope the 
meeting produces better behavior from 
this important NATO ally. 

We recognize Turkey’s legitimate na-
tional security concerns about the de-
stabilizing conflict in Syria. Indeed, no 
NATO ally has suffered more terrorist 
attacks or hosts more refugees than 
Turkey. Nevertheless, we have legiti-
mate national security concerns of our 
own, and I know the vast majority of 
my colleagues share my concerns about 
Turkey’s recent behavior. 

It is important for the region and the 
fight against ISIS that Turkey’s incur-
sion into Syria not further jeopardize 
the anti-terrorism campaign of the 
Syrian Democratic Forces. It is impor-
tant for Turkey’s 80 million people 
that Turkey’s Government moves to 
restore its democratic traditions—free-
dom of the press, religious freedom, re-
spect for secularism and ethnic minori-
ties, and a robust space for civil soci-
ety. Despite the optimism from the 
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Obama administration and others that 
Turkey, under President Erdogan, 
would be a model democracy, in prac-
tice, these important values have suf-
fered under his tenure. 

As the Turkish people’s concern con-
tinues growing, it is troubling that the 
political space for them to express 
those concerns has seemed to shrink 
further. At the same time, the United 
States must recognize that the path to 
addressing our concerns involves work-
ing with this important NATO ally and 
aligning its interests with ours. 

Turning a cold shoulder altogether 
would be a major strategic misstep and 
would jeopardize our national security 
and our interests. We do not need Tur-
key to fall further into Moscow’s orbit. 
I know my colleagues are looking to 
see whether a deal can be reached on 
the S–400 air defense system. 

I share my colleagues’ uneasiness at 
seeing President Erdogan honored 
down at the White House, but I urge 
this body to remain clear-eyed about 
our Nation’s vital interests in the Mid-
dle East and the fact that advancing 
them will mean strengthening our rela-
tionship with this NATO ally, not 
weakening it further. 

f 

IMPEACHMENT 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, on 
one final matter, today, almost 3 years 
in the House Democrats’ quest to im-
peach the President and 7 weeks into 
the inquiry that Speaker PELOSI pro-
claimed in a press conference, House 
Democrats will hold their first public 
hearing on impeachment. 

This hearing was mandated by the 
strange resolution House Democrats 
passed a couple of weeks ago. That res-
olution did not provide President 
Trump with important rights, which 
the House afforded to Presidents of 
both parties during past impeachment 
inquiries. It didn’t even afford their 
own House Republican colleagues the 
same rights that House Republicans 
gave Democrats during the Clinton in-
quiry. No; House Democrats’ resolution 
just codified their unfair approach: no 
due process now, maybe some later, but 
only if we feel like it. That is what it 
establishes. 

The American people know that 
many Washington Democrats have had 
their minds made up on impeachment 
for years. It was clear on election day 
2016, and it became undeniable by Inau-
guration Day. That is when the Wash-
ington Post, before he was sworn in, 
ran this headline: ‘‘The Campaign to 
Impeach President Trump has Begun.’’ 

The whole country saw a prominent 
House Democrat state publicly in April 
of 2017: ‘‘I’m going to fight every day 
until he’s impeached.’’ That is the 
chairwoman of one of the committees 
the Speaker has given responsibility 
for this inquiry, promising impeach-
ment 3 months into his Presidency. 

It is hardly surprising that this par-
tisan journey is not yielding a neutral 
process. Unfortunately, it is also 

crowding out important legislation for 
the American people. In the House, 
Speaker PELOSI is more interested in 
taking away President Trump’s job 
than in creating 176,000 new jobs for 
American workers by passing the 
USMCA. She is blocking this landmark 
trade agreement. 

In the Senate, our Democratic col-
leagues have filibustered the funding of 
our Armed Forces. Despite promising 
to forgo the poison pills a few months 
back, Democratic leadership has run 
the appropriations process aground so 
they can fight over immigration policy 
with the White House. 

Speaking of our Armed Forces, House 
Democrats are also slow-walking the 
National Defense Authorization Act. 
That is an essential bill that Congress 
has passed every year—every year 
since 1961 like clockwork—every year, 
on a bipartisan basis, for almost six 
decades, but this year House Demo-
crats broke with precedent and passed 
their own partisan version and are now 
stalling the conference committee. 
These are the priorities that are lan-
guishing as impeachment marches on. 

f 

MEASURE PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR—S. 2840 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
understand there is a bill at the desk 
that is due for a second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will read the bill by title for the 
second time. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2840) to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2020 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, and for other pur-
poses. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, in 
order to place the bill on the calendar 
under the provisions of rule XIV, I ob-
ject to further proceedings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion having been heard, the bill will be 
placed on the calendar. 

f 

RESERVATION OF LEADER TIME 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the leadership time 
is reserved. 

f 

CONCLUSION OF MORNING 
BUSINESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning 
business is closed. 

f 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate will pro-
ceed to executive session and resume 
consideration of the following nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Chad F. Wolf, of 
Virginia, to be Under Secretary for 
Strategy, Policy, and Plans, Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. (New Posi-
tion) 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic whip. 

IMMIGRATION 
Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, if mem-

bers of the American public came to 
the Senate Chamber this week to wit-
ness legislative activity, such as a 
piece of legislation on the floor, 
amendments, debate, votes, delibera-
tion, or compromise, they are out of 
luck. We don’t do that in the Senate 
anymore. We are not going to do it this 
week; we didn’t do it last week; and we 
didn’t do it the week before. 

Now, the Republican leader just said 
the problem is impeachment. The prob-
lem is not impeachment. The problem 
is the Senate is not a Senate anymore. 
All we do in the Senate—all we do in 
the Senate is this serial list of judicial 
nominations, one after the other, after 
the other, after the other. That is it. 
We don’t take up legislation. 

Yesterday there was a—right across 
the street from this Capitol Building, 
in front of the Supreme Court, hun-
dreds of people were there because of a 
hearing in the Supreme Court on the 
issue of DACA, which was created by 
President Obama, where 780,000 un-
documented young people had a chance 
to stay in this country and was abol-
ished by President Trump. Hundreds 
came out yesterday. They wanted to 
hear—at least try to hear the Supreme 
Court deliberations on their future and 
what would happen to them. 

It is quite possible that the Court 
will rule in the President’s favor. I 
hope not, but it is possible, and the fu-
ture of these young people will be de-
portation. You can imagine how they 
feel about this issue. They look back 
over here at the Capitol and they won-
der: What are they doing in the U.S. 
Capitol building to deal with an issue 
of such grave importance for such a 
large group of people in the United 
States? Here’s what we are doing: 
Nothing—nothing. 

The House of Representatives passed 
the American Dream and Promise Act 
in the month of June, and the U.S. Sen-
ate and Senator MCCONNELL will not 
let us bring it to the floor. Is he going 
to blame the impeachment proceedings 
for the fact that we have waited 5 
months now with this critical bill, hav-
ing passed the House, not even being 
considered in the U.S. Senate? Is that 
the reason we haven’t been able to take 
up serious legislation for weeks in the 
U.S. Senate? Of course not. It is not 
about impeachment; it is about a strat-
egy designed by the Senate Republican 
leader not to entertain substantive leg-
islation—just to take up the issues of 
nominations. 

The nominations, of course, are an 
issue themselves. I mentioned the judi-
cial nominations. Well, last week in 
the Senate Judiciary Committee, we 
had the ninth Trump nominee for the 
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Federal bench who had been found un-
qualified by the American Bar Associa-
tion. That is nine so far. You say to 
yourself, well, that must happen from 
time to time. It never happened one 
time under President Obama; not one 
nominee was judged unqualified. There 
are nine of them under President 
Trump. Why? Because this administra-
tion, with the cooperation of Senator 
MCCONNELL, is hell-bent to fill these 
vacancies, regardless of the com-
petency of the individual who is being 
nominated. 

On the calendar today is another 
nomination. Today the Senate is going 
to vote on the nomination of Chad 
Wolf. This is technically a vote for Mr. 
Wolf to be the Department of Home-
land Security’s Under Secretary for 
policy. 

Let’s be clear. This is actually a vote 
on whether Mr. Wolf would run the en-
tire Department of Homeland Security. 
He would be the sixth Secretary in 
charge of this critical agency, the De-
partment of Homeland Security—the 
sixth one since President Trump was 
elected. Talk about a fast-moving, re-
volving exit door. You can hardly get 
your desk put together with a few pens 
and computers on top of it; then, with 
President Trump, you are out the door 
if you are the Secretary of the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security. 

Next up is Chad Wolf. The President 
has indicated he is going to appoint 
him, not as the Secretary of Homeland 
Security—no, the Acting Secretary of 
Homeland Security. But he first has to 
be confirmed as an Under Secretary. 

The Trump administration has shown 
in their immigration policy an ap-
proach to this issue that we haven’t 
seen for decades in Washington or the 
United States. The President has been 
especially harsh when it comes to fami-
lies and children. President Trump’s 
ineffective policies have made our 
southern border much less secure than 
when he took office. The situation has 
even been worsened by this gaping 
leadership vacuum in the Department 
of Homeland Security. In less than 3 
years, there have been four heads of 
the Department. Wolf would be the 
fifth person—I said six earlier, sorry— 
to run it and the third Acting Sec-
retary. Every position at the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security with re-
sponsibility for immigration is now 
held by a temporary appointee ready to 
be fired at a moment’s notice, and the 
White House is not even submitting 
nominations for those positions. This 
is a conscious choice by the Trump 
White House to increase their power 
and to undermine the role of the U.S. 
Senate, and the Republican majority 
thinks it is just fine. 

The President has boasted about all 
of his Acting Secretaries. He even has 
an Acting Chief of Staff. Donald Trump 
said: I like acting. It gives you great, 
great flexibility. 

It sure does. You can just fire a per-
son and call the next up in a moment, 
in a matter of days. 

Stephen Vladeck, a leading expert on 
the Senate’s confirmation process, 
notes that the President’s approach is 
‘‘depriving the Senate of its constitu-
tional role—and in the process, of op-
portunities to vet his nominees, to re-
ject those who are unqualified, and to 
conduct meaningful oversight of the 
executive branch.’’ 

So what does the Senate institution-
alists and the Senator from Kentucky 
think about diminishing the roles of 
the Senate? Just fine, Mr. President, 
whatever you want. 

Today, the Senate will actually have 
a chance to vote on this individual, 
Chad Wolf, to become an Under Sec-
retary on his quick path to become an 
Acting Secretary on his even quicker 
path to be in some way retired or fired. 

So is Chad Wolf the right person to 
run the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity, one of the most important law en-
forcement agencies? His main quali-
fication appears to be that he was Chief 
of Staff and top adviser to former Sec-
retary Kirstjen Nielsen. 

I would say that arguably she may 
have been one of the worst performing 
Homeland Security Secretaries ever in 
our history. It was Kirstjen Nielsen 
who falsely claimed, ‘‘We do not have a 
policy of separating families at the 
border.’’ Then came along the Federal 
judge in Southern California and de-
manded an accounting of what actually 
was going on at the border. Do you 
know what the judge found after he de-
manded that the Department of Home-
land Security under Kirstjen Nielsen 
account for family separations? They 
found that more than 2,800 infants, tod-
dlers, and children had been separated 
from their parents at the border. Even 
worse, there was no effort made to 
trace where the parents were headed 
and where the child was headed. At the 
end, some of these children never ever 
were reunited with their parents, sepa-
rated by Kirstjen Nielsen’s Department 
of Homeland Security. 

I have seen the results of these disas-
trous separations. At the immigration 
court in downtown Chicago, in a Loop 
high-rise building that you would never 
pick out as a court, you take an eleva-
tor to one of the top floors and get out 
on a crowded floor. There are people 
standing four- and five-deep waiting for 
the docket call for immigration court. 

I went into the court just last year to 
see what family separation was all 
about. I found a good judge who had 
been at it for almost 20 years, and she 
said to me: Senator, please stay for the 
docket call, at least the first group of 
clients. 

The first group of clients were called. 
Marta was one of the clients. The judge 
said: Would the clients please take 
their seats. The problem—the problem 
was, Marta was 2 years old. Marta had 
to be lifted into her chair and handed a 
stuffed animal that she was hanging 
onto throughout this hearing, which I 
am sure she never understood. 

Hamilton was a little boy who was 
also a client in the immigration court 

that day. He was 4 years old—4 years 
old in a U.S. immigration court be-
cause of the separation of children 
from their parents. He did jump up on 
the chair because he saw a Matchbox 
car on the table that he could play 
with while this hearing was deciding 
his fate. 

Do you know what happened? They 
continued their cases for another 6 
months. Fortunately, Marta was re-
united with her father in less than 6 
months. Do you know what happened 
when separated children were united? 
Some of these children would not even 
let their own mothers hold them. That 
is what happens when you separate a 2- 
year old from her mother for months at 
a time. That is what happened over and 
over again on the watch of Kirstjen 
Nielsen, the Secretary of Homeland Se-
curity. Mr. Chad Wolf, who is on our 
calendar today, was her chief of staff 
during this zero-tolerance policy. 

These disastrous separations have 
done permanent damage to countless 
children. I saw two of them. Publicly 
released emails show that Mr. Chad 
Wolf, who will be voted on today in the 
Senate, was deeply involved in the dis-
cussions that led to this policy. As far 
back as December of 2017, Wolf was 
Acting Chief of Staff to Secretary 
Nielsen. He sent the Justice Depart-
ment a list of 16 options for deterring 
undocumented immigrants. No. 2 on 
the list was ‘‘separate family units.’’ 
His fingerprints are all over zero toler-
ance. 

Mr. Wolf was also intimately in-
volved in the Trump administration’s 
efforts to use Dreamers as bargaining 
chips to advance the President’s anti- 
immigrant agenda. After he repealed 
DACA, President Trump rejected nu-
merous bipartisan deals to protect 
Dreamers. I will not go through the 
awful details of our bipartisan efforts 
to come up with a bill, which the Presi-
dent time and again rejected. Instead, 
he said: Here is my approach to the 
Senate. Take it or leave it. 

The Senate left. It received fewer 
than 40 votes in a Senate dominated by 
a Republican majority. 

The administration said that it 
would support the authorization of 
Dreamers if the Congress passed his 
plan, which included the largest cut in 
legal immigration in almost a century. 
The Senate rejected it. How do I know 
that Mr. Wolf was involved in this ef-
fort? I sat in on a half dozen meetings 
with Secretary Nielsen and Mr. Wolf, 
just down the hall from here in the of-
fice of Republican Congressman KEVIN 
MCCARTHY. He was there. Wolf was part 
of the program. 

In another administration, involve-
ment in family separation and DACA 
repeal would be grounds for dismissal. 
In the Trump administration, it is 
grounds for promotion—promotion to 
become the Acting Secretary and to 
see if this flavor of the month as the 
head of one of these key agencies can 
actually gut it out for 6 months. It 
might be a record if he did. 
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I urge my colleagues to oppose the 

nomination of Mr. Wolf. 
NOMINATION OF STEVEN J. MENASHI 

Mr. President, on the subject of 
nominations, last week every Repub-
lican member of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee voted to report out the 
nomination of Steven Menashi for a 
lifetime judgeship on the Second Cir-
cuit. Every Democratic Member voted 
the other way, and for good reason. 

Steven Menashi lacks even the most 
basic courtroom experience. He has 
never argued in court, conducted a dep-
osition, or tried a case. He has written 
dozens of incendiary editorials and ar-
ticles in which he showed a lack of 
judgment and judicial temperament. 

Let me give you a couple of exam-
ples. He said that ‘‘charges of racism 
are typically overblown.’’ He went on 
to say that gun control legislation is 
‘‘pointless and self-defeating because 
guns reduce crime.’’ Then he said, ‘‘The 
animal rights crowd is, by and large, a 
contemptible bunch.’’ 

Mr. Menashi currently works in the 
White House. He works with Stephen 
Miller. There is a name that may be fa-
miliar. He is pushing Stephen Miller’s 
anti-immigrant agenda. 

He spent several years advising the 
Secretary of Education, Betsy DeVos, 
on some of the most anti-student meas-
ures that Department has ever under-
taken. 

Mr. Menashi’s hearing before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee was an 
embarrassment. He refused to answer 
basic questions from either Democrats 
or Republicans, basically saying to the 
Judiciary Committee: My experience— 
what I have done, what I believe—is 
none of your business. 

It was a deeply troubling nomina-
tion, to the point where even Repub-
lican colleagues on the committee were 
chiding him to answer a question if he 
wanted a lifetime appointment to the 
second highest court in the land. He 
continued to refuse, but he still won all 
of their votes when his nomination 
came up last week. 

Apparently, Mr. Menashi is hoping 
that in this busy week, we are going to 
hold this floor vote, and nobody will 
notice. Well, a lot of Americans will 
notice, especially the tens of thousands 
of Americans who have been the vic-
tims of the for-profit college scams. Do 
you remember those schools? You have 
heard a lot about them, haven’t you? 
All these schools that said they were 
colleges and universities—they were in 
it for a buck. Many of them turned out 
to be frauds. They weren’t really col-
leges and universities. 

Nine percent of high school students 
in the United States go to for-profit 
colleges and universities—9 percent— 
and one-third, 33 percent of all the stu-
dent loan defaults are students at for- 
profit colleges and universities. Why? 
They overcharge the students; they 
undereducate them; and they leave 
them with a mountain of debt. When 
these schools go out of business, we 
have an opportunity to say to the stu-

dents: We are sorry you were de-
frauded, but it shouldn’t ruin your life. 
We are going to make sure your stu-
dent loan at this bogus institution is 
forgiven. 

Months ago, we learned that the 
DeVos Department of Education mis-
used private Social Security Adminis-
tration data to deny student loan relief 
to thousands of students cheated by 
the failed for-profit school, Corinthian 
Colleges. Last week, we learned that 
Mr. Menashi, the nominee we will con-
sider this week, was the architect of 
this plan to deny these students full 
and fair relief. He gave legal advice to 
Secretary DeVos on how to carry it 
out. 

It was certainly bad advice. A Fed-
eral court ruled that the Menashi plan 
illegally violated student privacy and 
ordered the Department to stop put-
ting Corinthian borrowers into collec-
tion while they waited for relief. This 
man, who wants a lifetime appoint-
ment to opine and rule and judge on 
laws and statutes and the Constitution, 
gave advice to the Secretary of Edu-
cation that turned out to be found in 
violation of the law. In the months 
that followed, the Department failed to 
comply with the order of the court, re-
sulting in the judge’s holding Sec-
retary DeVos in contempt of court and 
forcing her to pay a fine because of 
Menashi’s advice. What a debacle. Yet 
my Republican colleagues believe that 
the appropriate response to this deba-
cle by Mr. Menashi is to promote him 
to a lifetime appointment to a court 
that is one step below the U.S. Su-
preme Court. 

While Mr. Menashi is looking forward 
to his lifetime job, the victims of Co-
rinthian Colleges’ fraud and Menashi’s 
illegal scheme continue to suffer with-
out the relief they deserve—victims 
like a man named Sheldon, one of my 
constituents from Bloomington, IL. He 
took out student loans to enroll in an 
online criminal justice course from one 
of the Corinthian schools, called Ever-
est College. 

Corinthian may have gone bankrupt 
in 2016 after it was revealed that it had 
defrauded students into signing up, but 
former students like Sheldon have had 
no relief from the Department of Edu-
cation for their student loan debt from 
this bankrupt school that defrauded 
them. The collection agencies still 
keep calling Sheldon’s home. He wrote 
to my office and told me how he had 
his wages garnished because he owes 
$13,000 in student loans for enrolling in 
this bogus Corinthian College program. 
He said: ‘‘My checks have been taken 
away from me for the past 3 years.’’ 

Mr. Menashi should be embarrassed 
by the advice he gave to Secretary 
DeVos to deny full and fair relief to 
students like Sheldon and thousands of 
others who were tricked and cheated 
by for-profit colleges. He is not. Mr. 
Menashi told me in writing after his 
hearing: ‘‘I am proud of my work at the 
Department of Education and of the 
legal advice that I provided.’’ 

The Second Circuit is one of our most 
important appellate courts. It hears 
appeals coming out of the Southern 
District of New York, where there are 
multiple investigations underway of 
national note. 

The Senate should have grave res-
ervations about advancing a nominee 
to the Second Circuit who currently 
works in the White House but would 
not disclose under oath what he does, 
who has minimal courtroom experi-
ence, who has a record of giving trou-
bling legal advice, and who has a his-
tory of expressing views which were en-
tirely out of the mainstream. 

I want to commend one Republican 
colleague, Senator SUSAN COLLINS of 
Maine, who said she is personally going 
to oppose the Menashi nomination be-
cause in her words—I couldn’t say it 
more clearly—‘‘I do not believe he is 
well-suited to serve on the federal 
bench.’’ Wouldn’t it be great if a few 
more Senate Republicans felt the same 
way? 

I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on the Menashi 
nomination. 

I yield the floor. 
Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, I 

rise today in opposition to the nomina-
tion of Steven Menashi to the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second 
Circuit. 

From 2017 to 2018, Mr. Menashi served 
as the Acting General Counsel of the 
Department of Education under Sec-
retary Betsy DeVos. Mr. Menashi has 
stated that, in this role, he was ‘‘re-
sponsible for providing legal advice re-
lated to all aspects of the Department’s 
operations, including litigation, rule-
making, regulation, and enforcement.’’ 

Before Mr. Menashi joined the De-
partment of Education, the Depart-
ment had found that thousands of stu-
dents had been defrauded by for-profit 
colleges. The for-profit schools had lied 
to students about job prospects, grad-
uation rates, and steered them into 
mountains of debt. The Department 
had concluded that these students were 
entitled to relief from their student 
loan debt. 

But when Mr. Menashi arrived at the 
Department, he took a different view. 
He wrote a memo, which has since been 
obtained by the New York Times, argu-
ing against full debt relief for the stu-
dents. 

Many of these students found them-
selves unable to work in the fields that 
they had pursued at the for-profit col-
leges because the colleges had either 
suddenly closed or the degrees had 
proven to be worthless. Nonetheless, 
Mr. Menashi’s idea, which the Depart-
ment adopted, was to use the private 
Social Security earnings data of the 
defrauded students as a basis for lim-
iting their relief. Even if you put aside 
the unfairness of Mr. Menashi’s plan, 
there was another problem: It was ille-
gal. 

Six months after Mr. Menashi’s plan 
was implemented, and while Mr. 
Menashi was still at the Department, a 
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Federal court ruled that using stu-
dents’ private Social Security data vio-
lated the Federal Privacy Act. The 
court ordered the Department to stop 
using the students’ private information 
and to stop collecting on their student 
loans. 

Even after this Federal court ruling, 
the Department failed to comply. The 
Department continued to illegally col-
lect on the student loans of at least 
16,000 defrauded students. The Depart-
ment garnished wages, seized tax re-
funds, and wiped out some students’ 
credit ratings. 

Less than 3 weeks ago, a Federal 
court held Secretary Betsy DeVos in 
contempt of court and fined the De-
partment $100,000. The Federal mag-
istrate judge who issued the contempt 
order said, ‘‘[T]here have to be some 
consequences for the violation of my 
order 16,000 times.’’ 

Mr. Menashi should not be rewarded 
for providing such bad legal advice 
with a lifetime appointment to the 
Federal bench. 

While at the Department, Mr. 
Menashi also helped push new rules on 
campus sexual assault that the admin-
istration’s own analysis concluded 
would dramatically reduce the number 
of sexual assault investigations. Under 
these new rules, a student who is the 
survivor of sexual assault would be 
subject to cross-examination by their 
attacker’s representative at a live 
hearing. 

In 2018, Mr. Menashi joined the White 
House Counsel’s Office, where he has 
been a member of Stephen Miller’s 
White House Immigration Strategic 
Working Group. This working group 
has helped push a number of extreme 
anti-immigrant policies, including the 
White House’s policy of separating 
children from their families, a problem 
that still has not been fully remedied, 
despite a court order to do so. 

At his hearing, Mr. Menashi refused 
to answer numerous basic questions 
about his work, including about his 
role in the administration’s family sep-
aration policy. He also refused to an-
swer written questions about whether 
he has worked or advised on matters 
relating to the whistleblower com-
plaint and President Trump’s call with 
Ukraine’s President. Importantly, none 
of these questions asked Mr. Menashi 
about the substance of his advice. 
These questions simply sought to un-
derstand what matters he has worked 
on. His refusal to answer makes it dif-
ficult for us to fulfill our constitu-
tional duty to advise and consent. 

Mr. Menashi’s earlier career is equal-
ly troubling. He criticized ‘‘Take Back 
the Night marches,’’ which aim to stop 
campus sexual assault. He also wrote 
that the Supreme Court’s decision in 
Roe v. Wade had codified the ‘‘radical 
abortion rights advocated by campus 
feminists.’’ He wrote that gun control 
legislation is ‘‘pointless [and] self-de-
feating, because guns reduce crime,’’ 
and he claimed that a major LGBT- 
rights organization had ‘‘incessantly 

exploited the slaying of Matthew 
Shepard for both financial and political 
benefit.’’ Mr. Menashi wrote that 
‘‘charges of racism are typically over-
blown,’’ and he compared affirmative 
action in college admissions to Nazi 
Germany’s Nuremberg laws. 

I want to close with a quote from a 
letter of opposition submitted by the 
Congressional Black Caucus. The CBC 
rarely takes a position on judicial 
nominees, but in this instance, felt 
compelled to do so. The CBC writes: 
‘‘Menashi’s writings show a willingness 
to discriminate against minorities, 
women and the LGBTQ community. 
Menashi, who has consistently spoken 
against diversity and inclusiveness, 
does not deserve a lifetime position on 
one of the most important appellate 
courts in this country.’’ 

In light of Mr. Menashi’s record, it is 
hardly surprising that there is bipar-
tisan opposition to his nomination. 

I will vote no on Mr. Menashi’s nomi-
nation, and I urge my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to do the same. 

f 

NOMINATION OF CHAD F. WOLF 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. President, I 
rise to object to the nomination of 
Chad Wolf to serve as DHS Undersecre-
tary of the Office of Strategy, Policy, 
and Plans. 

This nomination is yet another ex-
ample of the Trump administration’s 
chaotic and inhumane approach to im-
migration issues. DHS is the third larg-
est Federal agency, and under the 
Trump administration, it has had four 
directors in less than 3 years. It has 
been widely reported that Republicans 
are rushing to confirm Mr. Wolf so that 
President Trump can then appoint him 
Acting DHS Secretary. He will be the 
fifth DHS Secretary and the third Act-
ing. Rather than go through the nor-
mal channels of selecting a nominee 
and allowing Senators to properly vet 
and question the nominee, Republicans 
are going along with Trump’s plan to 
circumvent Federal law. 

When asked directly by my col-
league, Senator ROSEN, about his role 
in formulating the family separation 
policy, Mr. Wolf denied any direct 
knowledge of that policy. Leaked 
emails later revealed that, as Sec-
retary Nielsen’s chief of staff, he pre-
sented her with a memo with options 
to deter migrants coming to the bor-
der. Separating parents from their chil-
dren was the second option on that list. 
The family separation policy is repug-
nant to our country’s values. 

The timing of this nomination is es-
pecially concerning in light of the Su-
preme Court oral arguments this week 
on DACA. The Trump administration 
ended DACA and then rejected com-
promise legislation, written by a bipar-
tisan group of Senators, that would 
have given over 700,000 Dreamers who 
have grown up here stability and, ulti-
mately, a path to citizenship. When 
those Senators were negotiating an im-
migration deal, in an unprecedented 

action, DHS Secretary Nielsen sent a 
letter lambasting the negotiations and 
accused them of undermining U.S. se-
curity. 

The Trump administration has 
weaponized and poorly managed DHS, 
and I cannot support this nominee. 

Mr. DURBIN. I suggest the absence of 
a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SASSE). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, all postcloture time 
is expired. 

The question is, Will the Senate ad-
vise and consent to the Wolf nomina-
tion? 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There is a sufficient second. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

The result was announced—yeas 54, 
nays 41, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 354 Ex.] 

YEAS—54 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
Manchin 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sinema 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—41 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Brown 
Cantwell 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Coons 
Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Markey 
Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 

Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—5 

Booker 
Harris 

Rounds 
Sanders 

Warren 

The nomination was confirmed. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table, and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

CLOTURE MOTION 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pursuant 
to rule XXII, the Chair lays before the 
Senate the pending cloture motion, 
which the clerk will state. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
CLOTURE MOTION 

We, the undersigned Senators, in accord-
ance with the provisions of rule XXII of the 
Standing Rules of the Senate, do hereby 
move to bring to a close debate on the nomi-
nation of Steven J. Menashi, of New York, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the Sec-
ond Circuit. 

Mitch McConnell, John Hoeven, Steve 
Daines, James E. Risch, Roger F. 
Wicker, Pat Roberts, John Thune, 
Mike Rounds, Roy Blunt, Mike Crapo, 
John Boozman, John Cornyn, Lindsey 
Graham, Thom Tillis, David Perdue, 
Chuck Grassley, Rick Scott. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unan-
imous consent, the mandatory quorum 
call has been waived. 

The question is, Is it the sense of the 
Senate that debate on the nomination 
of Steven J. Menashi, of New York, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the 
Second Circuit, shall be brought to a 
close? 

The yeas and nays are mandatory 
under the rule. 

The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. THUNE. The following Senator is 

necessarily absent: the Senator from 
South Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. BOOKER), 
the Senator from California (Ms. HAR-
RIS), the Senator from Vermont (Mr. 
SANDERS), and the Senator from Massa-
chusetts (Ms. WARREN) are necessarily 
absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
LANKFORD). Are there any other Sen-
ators in the Chamber desiring to vote? 

The yeas and nays resulted—yeas 51, 
nays 44, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 355 Ex.] 

YEAS—51 

Alexander 
Barrasso 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boozman 
Braun 
Burr 
Capito 
Cassidy 
Cornyn 
Cotton 
Cramer 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Enzi 
Ernst 

Fischer 
Gardner 
Graham 
Grassley 
Hawley 
Hoeven 
Hyde-Smith 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kennedy 
Lankford 
Lee 
McConnell 
McSally 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Paul 
Perdue 
Portman 
Risch 
Roberts 
Romney 
Rubio 
Sasse 
Scott (FL) 
Scott (SC) 
Shelby 
Sullivan 
Thune 
Tillis 
Toomey 
Wicker 
Young 

NAYS—44 

Baldwin 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Brown 
Cantwell 

Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Collins 
Coons 

Cortez Masto 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Feinstein 
Gillibrand 

Hassan 
Heinrich 
Hirono 
Jones 
Kaine 
King 
Klobuchar 
Leahy 
Manchin 
Markey 

Menendez 
Merkley 
Murphy 
Murray 
Peters 
Reed 
Rosen 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Shaheen 

Sinema 
Smith 
Stabenow 
Tester 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wyden 

NOT VOTING—5 

Booker 
Harris 

Rounds 
Sanders 

Warren 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On this 
vote, the yeas are 51, and the nays are 
44. 

The motion is agreed to. 
f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the nomination. 

The bill clerk read the nomination of 
Steven J. Menashi, of New York, to be 
United States Circuit Judge for the 
Second Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Connecticut. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S. 1416 
Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 

am proud to be here to advocate on be-
half of a bill that has enjoyed, rightly, 
bipartisan support: the Affordable Pre-
scriptions for Patients Act. 

We all know that the astronomically 
rising costs of prescription drugs are a 
burden—in fact a bane for Americans 
regardless of where they live, regard-
less of their party, race, religion, or 
age, but particularly for our seniors. 
The choice between paying the mort-
gage, putting food on the table, and 
buying prescription drugs has become a 
daily challenge for people across the 
country. 

This bill offers a positive, solid step 
toward ending abuses in the use of pat-
ents—abuses that are called patent 
thicketing and product hopping—that 
all too commonly raise the cost of pre-
scription drugs and preclude access for 
the people who need those drugs the 
most. 

This effort has been a bipartisan one 
involving many of us in this Chamber. 
It passed from the Judiciary Com-
mittee unanimously. It is a testament 
to the still-possible bipartisan coopera-
tion on an issue of paramount concern 
to the people of America that we have 
reached this point of bringing it to the 
floor of the Senate. 

I am proud to have worked on this 
measure with my colleague from Texas 
who has really helped to lead this ef-
fort, Senator CORNYN, who is here on 
the floor with me, and I am happy to 
yield to him now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from Connecticut for his 
leadership. 

At a time when people see bipartisan-
ship in short supply in Washington, 
DC, this is one area where we can actu-
ally make some real progress for the 
people we represent. 

We all know that climbing 
healthcare costs are keeping people up 

at night. Many people reached out to 
me in my office about the impossible 
decisions they are required to make in 
order to keep pace with rising prescrip-
tion drug costs—particularly the out- 
of-pocket costs—whether they pay 
some bills and have to defer or not pay 
others; whether they cut their pills in 
half or self-ration the medications, 
which is dangerous to their health, or 
don’t fill prescriptions altogether be-
cause they simply can’t afford the out- 
of-pocket costs. No family should be 
required to make those sorts of deci-
sions. 

Sadly, I know my constituents in 
Texas are not alone. The Kaiser Family 
Foundation poll in September found 
that the No. 1 healthcare concern of 
the American people is prescription 
drug prices. This is something the 
President has said he wants to address, 
the House has said they want to ad-
dress, and the Senate has said we want 
to address, and this legislation we are 
talking about will help move the ball 
in the right direction. 

A whopping 70 percent of people 
think growing prescription drug costs 
should be the top priority for Congress, 
which should make it our No. 1 item on 
our to-do list. The good news is, we are 
making some progress. Here in the 
Senate, we have taken a bipartisan ap-
proach, which is the only way to actu-
ally get things done in Congress. We 
talked to every major player in the 
supply chain, and we asked questions 
about whether confusing practices that 
are not transparent to outsiders are all 
combining to drive up costs. 

What I find seriously concerning are 
the anti-competitive behaviors of some 
of the drug manufacturers, the games-
manship, particularly when it comes to 
our patent system. We know companies 
pour a lot of time and money into the 
research and development of new medi-
cations, and we don’t want to do any-
thing to stop that. We want to 
incentivize that so that they are able 
to recover their costs and perhaps 
make a profit when the drug turns out 
to be successful. But we don’t want 
them playing games with the patent 
system in a way that prevents others 
at some point, after that period of ex-
clusivity, from being able to compete 
with a generic alternative. 

Ninety percent of the drugs we take 
are generic, and that is why they are so 
affordable and so inexpensive, but for 
the top 10 percent of branded drugs 
that people take, many of them simply 
are unaffordable. These patents I refer 
to do protect the intellectual property 
for these key drugs and are an impor-
tant part of the incredible innovation 
that occurs here in the United States, 
but increasingly we are seeing compa-
nies using the patent system as a 
shield for competition beyond the life 
of the patent. 

It is time to put a stop to that. We 
can do that today. We can begin that 
process today. That is exactly why I in-
troduced the Affordable Prescriptions 
for Patients Act with the Senator from 
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Connecticut. It targets two specific 
practices used by drug companies to 
keep prices high. First is product hop-
ping, which occurs when a company de-
velops a reformulation of a product 
that is about to lose its exclusivity pe-
riod and then pulls that original prod-
uct off the market. This is done not be-
cause the new formula is necessarily 
more effective but because it prevents 
generic competitors for that product 
that has now been pulled off the mar-
ket. The second phenomenon we are 
trying to combat is something called 
patent thicketing, which occurs when 
an innovator uses multiple, overlap-
ping patents with identical claims to 
make it nearly impossible for competi-
tors to enter the field. 

This is not how patents were sup-
posed to be used, and we shouldn’t 
allow these anti-competitive practices 
to continue. In one case involving the 
drug HUMIRA, the most popular drug 
being prescribed today, there are more 
than 120 separate patents for essen-
tially the same molecule. Meanwhile, 
patients can’t get access to competi-
tive drugs that probably would be 
cheaper here in America, while there 
are four approved alternatives in Eu-
rope. 

The American people simply should 
not have to put up with this. We need 
to stop companies from manipulating 
the system and keeping competitors 
tied up in courtrooms so that patients 
can start to feel some relief. 

Patients aren’t the only ones who 
would benefit from this bill. The Con-
gressional Budget Office released a cost 
estimate and found that it would lower 
Federal spending by more than half a 
billion dollars over 10 years. That is 
not a whole lot of money in the grand 
scheme of things, but when you con-
sider what the impact would be in the 
private insurance market, too, that be-
gins to add up, and it adds up where it 
counts the most when it comes to sen-
iors and other patients paying out of 
pocket for their copays and deductibles 
in order to get the drugs they need. 

This bill really checks every box. It 
protects innovation, increases competi-
tion, lowers prices for patients, and 
saves money for taxpayers. Not sur-
prisingly, as the Senator from Con-
necticut pointed out, it has strong sup-
port on both sides of the aisle. The Ju-
diciary Committee, which ordinarily is 
a pretty contentious place, unani-
mously voted this bill out of com-
mittee. Our friend from Illinois, Sen-
ator DURBIN, and Senator MURRAY from 
Washington—two Members of the 
Democratic leadership—are both co-
sponsors of the bill, which shows just 
how noncontroversial this is. 

I think it is time that we pass this 
legislation and let our constituents 
know we have heard their concerns and 
we are committed on a bipartisan basis 
to bringing down drug prices. 

Mr. President, as if in legislative ses-
sion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of Calendar No. 132, S. 1416. 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
committee-reported substitute be with-
drawn and the Cornyn amendment at 
the desk be agreed to; that the bill, as 
amended, be considered read a third 
time and passed; and that the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Illinois. 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, let me 
start by saying I support this bill, the 
bill offered by Senators CORNYN and 
BLUMENTHAL. It is bipartisan in nature 
and passed the Judiciary Committee. I 
not only voted for it, I cosponsored it, 
and I think it should become the law of 
the land. It will be helpful in reducing 
the cost of pharmaceuticals. 

I am offering a modification to the 
bill. I believe this modification is one 
that should be passed by the Senate as 
well. In fact, it did pass the Senate last 
year by a voice vote. Not a single Sen-
ator objected when it passed the Sen-
ate last year. We know—I have been 
told by my colleagues—that they sup-
port the concept, but they are not 
alone. The bill I am offering is also 
supported by the American Medical As-
sociation; the American Hospital Asso-
ciation; 88 percent of the American 
people, Republicans and Democrats; 
President Trump; his health Secretary, 
Dr. Azar; the AARP—a long list. 

What could I possibly propose that 
would have all of these people sup-
porting it? Simple. When the drug com-
panies decide to run an ad on tele-
vision—and you see a lot of them, don’t 
you? The average American sees nine 
every day. All we ask is that included 
in the ad, they disclose the cost of the 
drug. 

How did I pick this as the cost for the 
drug? I didn’t pick it; it was chosen by 
the pharmaceutical company. That is 
the list price of the drug. They can go 
on to say ‘‘You will not have to pay 
that amount,’’ but I believe the Amer-
ican people should know what the 
drugs cost. 

The most heavily advertised drug in 
America today is HUMIRA. HUMIRA is 
used for forms of arthritis and psori-
asis. But few Americans know, as they 
watch people sitting by the swimming 
pool with clear skin, that HUMIRA 
costs $5,500 per month. The reason I 
want to disclose this is because I think 
consumers have the right to know. 

Someone is going to pay that 
amount—your insurance company. 
Somebody is going to pay that amount. 
When Blue Cross and Blue Shield of Il-
linois says that the No. 1 driver in 
health insurance premiums is high pre-
scription drug prices, I think people 
ought to know. It is not just a matter 
of being in a bathing suit without a red 
patch on your elbow; it is $5,500 per 
month. 

President Trump believes that disclo-
sure should be made, the Secretary of 

Health and Human Services believes it, 
the American Medical Association, the 
Hospital Association, all the people I 
mentioned, as well as almost 90 percent 
of Democrats and Republicans. Who op-
poses this? Who would oppose dis-
closing the price of the drug? I will bet 
you are guessing the pharmaceutical 
industry, and you are right. They are 
looking for one Senator who will object 
to what I am offering. That is what 
they need. They need just one Senator 
to say no, and frankly I am afraid we 
are going to face that this afternoon. 

The bottom line is this: If you believe 
consumers in America have a right to 
know the cost of a drug, if you believe 
the pharmaceutical companies have a 
responsibility to disclose it, if you be-
lieve high prescription drug prices are 
unfair and costing a lot more in our 
healthcare system than they should, 
then support this basic measure that 
passed the Senate last year without 
one negative voice. None. None whatso-
ever. 

So having reserved the right to ob-
ject, I ask that the Senator modify his 
request so that in addition to the pend-
ing request, the Finance Committee be 
discharged from further consideration 
of S. 1437 and the Senate proceed to its 
immediate consideration; that the Dur-
bin-Grassley amendment at the desk be 
agreed to; that the bill, as amended, be 
considered read a third time and 
passed; that the Durbin-Grassley 
amendment to the title be agreed to; 
and that the motions to reconsider be 
considered made and laid upon the 
table with no intervening action or de-
bate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Would 
the Senator modify his request? 

Mr. TOOMEY. Reserving the right to 
object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President, first let 
me say that I think Senator CORNYN’s 
legislation is very constructive. I fully 
support it. I think it would result in 
lower costs for consumers. It is very 
commendable. I think we should pass 
it. I am sympathetic with the idea of 
requiring greater transparency on 
healthcare costs generally, but I have 
significant policy concerns and process 
concerns with the proposal from the 
Senator from Illinois. 

The policy concern, broadly, is that 
what his legislation would do is it 
would single out one industry and re-
quire a mandate that in their direct-to- 
consumer advertising, they provide 
systematically misleading information 
to consumers. It doesn’t strike me, ob-
viously, as a good idea to mislead peo-
ple, including in this context. 

Why do I say it is misleading? It is 
because the legislation requires the list 
price or the wholesale acquisition price 
of a drug to be the price that is put in 
the ad, despite the fact that almost no 
one ever pays either of those prices. 
There are huge rebates that are built 
into the system. 

We can have a good debate about 
whether it is a good model by which 
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the government has created all of these 
perversities in our healthcare delivery 
system, but that is what it is. The 
truth and the reality is almost no one 
pays either the list or the wholesale ac-
quisition price. Think about it. If you 
are on Medicaid, you pay zero. If you 
are on Medicare, you often pay zero— 
usually, nearly zero. If you have pri-
vate insurance, it varies enormously 
from zero to something significantly 
different, but almost no one pays the 
price that the Senator from Illinois 
would require to be posted in all direct- 
to-consumer advertising. 

Think about some of the unintended 
consequences. The number that would 
have to be in the ad is way higher than 
what almost anyone actually pays. 
Think of what could happen. I can 
imagine senior citizens sitting there 
watching an ad. Maybe they see a med-
icine they actually would benefit from, 
and then at the end there is some huge 
number that does not reflect—it 
doesn’t come close to reflecting what 
the actual cost would be, but it is a big 
number so that a senior citizen would 
understandably say: Gosh, I can’t af-
ford that. I guess I can’t pursue that 
therapy, even though they might need 
that. I am sure that is not the intended 
consequence of this legislation, but I 
am pretty sure it would happen. 

It is also peculiar to me that the au-
thors of this legislation choose to sin-
gle out a small fraction of the 
healthcare industry to impose this 
mandate. Prescription drug spending is 
about 10 percent of healthcare. Hos-
pitals are about 32 percent, but I 
haven’t seen that we are going to im-
pose this. If you look at the rate of 
price increases in various sectors of 
healthcare, you see that actually pre-
scription drugs, over the last 20 years— 
their increase in prices is considerably 
less than hospital services and consid-
erably less than medical care services. 

Then, of course, we have other sec-
tors in the economy altogether. Are we 
going to put mandates on colleges, for 
instance? The rate of tuition increase 
in colleges is much greater than the 
rate of increase of prescription drugs in 
recent years. I haven’t heard a proposal 
yet, but maybe one is coming that 
would require this of other industries 
as well. 

If I didn’t know better, I would think 
it seems part of a theme to vilify the 
industry that has developed the thera-
pies that allow us to live longer, 
healthier, and save lives. Most impor-
tantly, maybe it will not lower costs. 
It is not going to lower costs for con-
sumers. The only way we are going to 
do that is if we better align the incen-
tives of the consumer and the person 
paying. 

In contrast, by the way, the Finance 
Committee and HELP Committee re-
ported out legislation that actually 
would lower out-of-pocket costs for 
prescription drugs. We have Senator 
CORNYN’s legislation that I think abso-
lutely would lower the cost of con-
sumer prescription drugs. Yet that is 

not what is on the floor today from the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Now, despite my policy concerns— 
and they are serious—I actually think 
we ought to debate these things. We 
ought to put this kind of legislation on 
the floor. We ought to have a debate. 
We ought to have a vote, but this is 
complicated, and it is fraud. We should 
not be trying to just pass this by unan-
imous consent. This legislation has not 
gone through committee, and contrary 
to my colleague from Illinois—this ac-
tual piece of legislation has never had 
a vote as a freestanding matter. A 
version of it that is different from what 
is being offered today was buried in a 
larger legislation which passed. That is 
not the same as scrutinizing this pol-
icy, subjecting it to amendments, and 
deciding on it. That is what I think we 
ought to do. 

Unlike my colleagues on the other 
side who have been consistently pre-
venting us from taking up legislation, 
such as the approps bills they have not 
allowed us to get on to or the SECURE 
Act, on which I offered a unanimous 
consent process for us to take up and 
process, I think we ought to consider 
this legislation, even though I don’t 
think I would support the final prod-
uct. 

What I suggest we do is let’s move on 
to the Defense appropriations bill. Ar-
guably, the most fundamental respon-
sibility of Congress is to fund our na-
tional defense. Let’s make in order as 
the first amendment after the man-
agers’ amendment the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois that he has 
just described. I don’t support it, but I 
support his right to have a debate and 
have a vote. Let’s go on to an appro-
priations bill and let’s make his 
amendment in order as the first 
amendment. We can debate it; we can 
vote it; and we will all live with the 
consequences. I think that is what we 
are here for. I think the purpose of the 
Senate is to take on these issues, put 
them on the floor, have a debate, and 
have a vote. I am willing to live with 
the outcome of that. 

Mr. President, I ask that the Senator 
from Illinois modify his request and 
that the Senate proceed to the imme-
diate consideration of Calendar No. 132, 
S. 1416. I further ask unanimous con-
sent that the committee-reported sub-
stitute amendment be withdrawn and 
that the Cornyn amendment at the 
desk be agreed to; that the bill, as 
amended, be considered read a third 
time and passed; and that the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table; and finally, that 
following disposition of S. 1416, the 
Senate proceed to the immediate con-
sideration of H.R. 2740, and following 
the offering of a substitute amendment 
by Senator SHELBY or his designee, the 
first amendment in order be an amend-
ment offered by Senator DURBIN or 
Senator GRASSLEY, the text of which is 
identical to S. 1437, as amended, which 
is at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator modify his request? 

Mr. DURBIN. Reserving the right to 
object. 

I am not a zoologist, so I don’t know 
if crocodiles can cry, but I am very 
concerned about the argument the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania made. He is ac-
tually standing here, in defense of sen-
ior citizens, by objecting to disclosing 
the list price that the pharmaceutical 
companies charge for these drugs. I 
didn’t choose that price; they chose 
that price. 

Mr. TOOMEY. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. DURBIN. I will not yield until I 
am finished. 

I said they could put a disclaimer on 
that saying maybe you will not pay the 
full list price depending on your insur-
ance or coverage, but to argue that you 
are standing here in defense of senior 
citizens and denying this information 
to them and that the only way we can 
consider this measure is call up the De-
partment of Defense appropriations 
bill—from where I am standing, this 
measure, which passed the Senate 
without your objection last year, 
should pass now with the underlying 
legislation. Let’s get this done in a 
comprehensive way to help seniors, and 
let’s not stand in defense of pharma-
ceutical companies. They have plenty 
of people to defend them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator object to the modification? 

Mr. DURBIN. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Is there objection to the original re-

quest from the Senator from Illinois to 
modify his request? 

Mr. TOOMEY. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
Is there objection to the Senator 

from Texas? 
Mr. SCHUMER. Reserving the right 

to object. 
RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY LEADER 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader is recognized. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I am 
so glad to be out here today to deal 
with the issue of reducing prices on 
drugs for seniors and others. There are 
so many things we must do. Some are 
small. Some are large. We want to do 
all of them. 

We Democrats know how bad drug 
prices are for seniors. We know how 
bad the sabotage of our healthcare sys-
tem is for seniors. If you don’t have in-
surance, you probably can’t pay for the 
drugs no matter what happens. 

I would say to my good friend the 
Senator from Texas that we have a 
whole lot of legislative ideas, not just 
his. He demands his. It is good, but it 
is hardly large. There are millions and 
millions who need help who are not af-
fected. The Senators from Illinois and 
Iowa have a bill to lower prescription 
drug costs. The HELP Committee has a 
bill that would help community health 
centers. The Senate Finance Com-
mittee has a good bipartisan bill to 
lower costs for seniors who are very 
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strong supporters of allowing Medicare 
to negotiate prices. That would do 
more than anything else. 

I ask my friend from Texas, Will he 
get his leader and himself to allow us 
to bring an amendment to a bill on the 
floor that protects seniors who have 
preexisting conditions from their in-
surance companies withdrawing from 
them? Will he let us do that? That is 
far more consequential than his well- 
intended good but not largely effective 
bill. The No. 1 thing—ask AARP—the 
No. 1 thing that will protect senior 
citizens and others from high drug 
prices is to allow Medicare to negotiate 
with them, something the Senator has 
blocked repeatedly. Will he change his 
position? 

Let’s not have this charade, this ma-
nipulative charade, where my dear 
friend from Texas comes to the floor 
with a bill he proposes but blocks ev-
erything and his party blocks every-
thing that would have a far larger con-
sequence. 

No. 1, allow Medicare to negotiate. 
Every Member of our caucus is for 
that. It will lower drug prices dramati-
cally. No. 2, stop the administration— 
the administration the Senator from 
Texas supports 95 percent of the time— 
even my microphone is excited about 
these remarks. I, once again, thank our 
capable staff who always come to the 
rescue. 

We need Senator CORNYN to come to 
the rescue of senior citizens and not 
play a little game like this. Again, pre-
existing conditions are probably the 
No. 1 bane of people. We want to bring 
an amendment to the floor to protect 
those people—a mom whose daughter 
has cancer, and the drug company says, 
‘‘You’re off,’’ and the insurance com-
pany says, ‘‘You’re gone.’’ Isn’t that 
important? Let’s not make a compari-
son, but wouldn’t it do far more for the 
health of the American middle class 
and working people than this bill? 
Let’s do them both, but we are not 
going to cherry-pick one unless the 
Senator from Texas walks across the 
aisle and joins us in saying: I want to 
help you get a vote on eliminating pre-
existing condition prohibitions. I want 
to join you in seeing that Medicare can 
negotiate with the drug companies and 
greatly lower prices. 

So, of course, I object. We Democrats 
believe we should bring a bill to the 
floor that has a debate and allows 
amendments because there is so much 
to be done here—not one small, de-
cently put together and decently in-
tended proposal but many more. We 
know, if we allow our Republican 
friends to just pass their little bills, we 
will never get the big picture done. 
That is how this place works. So let’s 
come together and do it all. 

I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, like the 

minority leader, I hope we are able to 
pass a larger bipartisan package this 

year. I serve on the Finance Com-
mittee— 

Mr. SCHUMER. Would the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. CORNYN. After I am through. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Thank you. 
Mr. CORNYN. I serve on the Finance 

Committee and on the Judiciary Com-
mittee, where this bill came from, and 
I know Senator MURRAY and Senator 
ALEXANDER have a package out of the 
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions Committee. I welcome the oppor-
tunity to have those bills come to the 
floor and to offer amendments and de-
bate them and pass them because I 
agree that the country would benefit 
by bringing down healthcare costs, by 
bringing down prescription drug costs, 
and I believe that work is long overdue, 
but my bill is not going to sink the 
prospects of that larger package of leg-
islation. 

What we have in front of us is an 
uncontested, bipartisan bill that we 
can pass today. Let’s pass it. Let’s not 
let the perfect be the enemy of the 
good. What I hear the minority leader 
saying is that it is either everything or 
nothing. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Will the Senator 
yield for a correction? 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I will 
yield for a question after I am through 
talking. 

When there is a statement, in effect, 
of ‘‘I want everything to be done now 
or there will be nothing done at all,’’ 
do you know what happens? Every sin-
gle time that argument is made and 
that position is taken, nothing hap-
pens. Nothing happens. That is what 
people hate about Washington, DC, and 
when they look at C–SPAN, if they do 
look at C–SPAN, and see these debates. 
It is everything or nothing. 

The Democratic leader, who has now 
objected to the unanimous consent re-
quest to take up and pass a bill that he 
has called good and well-intentioned 
and has said is not large, has objected 
to it. I think the only people who 
would be rejoicing at this very moment 
would be the very same people who are 
gaming the patent system and who are 
keeping the out-of-pocket prices of pre-
scription drugs high for seniors. Those 
are the people who are popping cham-
pagne corks right now because this is 
nothing more than a big, wet kiss for 
the people who are gaming the patent 
system right now to the detriment of 
the American people. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Will the Senator 
yield for a question? 

Mr. CORNYN. I yield to the Demo-
cratic leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Would the Senator 
support a unanimous consent request 
so that we could protect people with 
preexisting conditions, and would he 
support bringing that to the floor in 
the same way? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, I would 
say to my friend the Democratic leader 
that I support coverage for preexisting 

conditions, and I am not aware of any-
one in the Senate who opposes it. If 
such a bill is scheduled for a vote on 
the floor, I will be more than happy to 
participate in that process. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Will the Senator sup-
port a proposal that is coming out of 
the House to allow Medicare to nego-
tiate with the drug companies to great-
ly lower prices? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Texas. 

Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, in 
speaking through the Presiding Officer, 
I say to my friend that nothing gets 
done around here unless it is bipar-
tisan. Right now, the bill that the 
House has sent us is one that divides 
people along party lines, which means 
it is unlikely we would build the bipar-
tisan consensus we would need to get it 
done in the Senate. I am more than 
happy to engage in that debate and to 
vote on amendments on such a bill, but 
I am not going to agree to price-fixing 
by the U.S. Government, which will 
make more scarce and less available 
the lifesaving prescription drugs that 
many people need. Yet I am happy to 
engage in that debate, to vote, and to 
let the Senate and Congress work their 
will. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Democratic leader. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague for his answers. 

I would say this: Let him use his 
power and position as leader to go to 
the majority leader, who has prevented 
any debate on anything on drugs to 
come to the floor, including these two 
most significant issues that I have 
talked about. Let us put a package to-
gether of all three and have a debate on 
each, a ‘‘yes’’ or ‘‘no’’ vote on each, and 
really make progress for those who are 
paying too much in drug prices. I await 
his working with me on that. Then we 
could bring all three bills to the floor. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Texas. 
Mr. CORNYN. Mr. President, as al-

ways, I am happy to work with the 
Senator from New York on things on 
which we find our interests aligned. 
Obviously, there are going to be things 
on which we disagree. Frequently, 
there are. Yet he and I have worked to-
gether on legislation on which we have 
been able to find enough common in-
terest to be able to build a consensus 
and get things done. They call that 
‘‘legislating’’ around here. 

There are other things that we 
should be doing here on a bipartisan 
basis. For example, taking up and pass-
ing the appropriations bills, including 
the Defense appropriations bill, so our 
U.S. military can remain the most 
powerful, the best equipped, the best 
trained, and the best led military in 
the world. That is of overwhelming im-
portance. Yet our colleagues on the 
other side have objected to and have 
blocked, on at least two occasions, that 
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Defense appropriations bill. Now we 
have a short-term continuing resolu-
tion that expires this November 21. I 
am told or have read that there is like-
ly to be a follow-on continuing resolu-
tion that takes us up to December 20, 
but that is important work, too, be-
cause none of us wants to see another 
government shutdown. No one wins 
with government shutdowns. 

This sort of gamesmanship that oc-
curs by blocking bills that should have 
support by overwhelming bipartisan 
numbers in the Senate is important, 
too—things like paying the military, 
making sure that it maintains its read-
iness to fight and win the Nation’s 
wars, and even more importantly, mak-
ing sure it keeps the peace. 

I know the majority leader has a 
challenge in trying to figure out how 
to schedule legislation on the Senate 
floor, but it certainly doesn’t help 
when our Democratic colleagues re-
peatedly object to things like appro-
priations bills and put us into this dys-
function when it comes to paying the 
Federal Government’s bills. 

I would say to my friend from New 
York that I am always happy to work 
with him and with any other Member 
in the Senate, no matter what one’s po-
litical party is and no matter what 
one’s ideological persuasion is, because 
I actually believe we were sent here to 
solve problems and to get things done. 

What I dislike and what I am dis-
appointed about is the dysfunction 
that we see in the U.S. Senate, where-
by, even though it is less than a year 
before the election, politics have over-
whelmed our ability to get things done. 
I came to the floor to say that maybe 
we can’t do all of this right now, today, 
but we can do this, and let’s build on it 
once we have gotten the bill passed. 

I am disappointed that the Demo-
cratic leader has seen fit to object to 
passing this bill that he himself called 
good and well-intended and that is sup-
ported by organizations like the Amer-
ican Association of Retired Persons. I 
do not understand it, but maybe some-
body else does. Their saying that we 
can’t do something because it doesn’t 
include everything we want to do here, 
right now, is disappointing to me, and 
I don’t think it is what the American 
people sent us here to do. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Democratic leader. 
Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. SCHUMER. Mr. President, I 
thank my colleague for the inter-
change, and it will continue. We Demo-
crats will not rest until we get votes, 
simple votes—not bring the house 
down—on issues of great consequence 
with regard to drug prices and the 
American people while the other side 
blocks them. 

IMPEACHMENT 
Mr. President, as we speak, the 

House Intelligence Committee is con-

ducting the first day of public hearings 
in its impeachment inquiry into Presi-
dent Trump. 

The list of witnesses this week in-
cludes several key figures with knowl-
edge of the events in question. While 
most of the witness requests from 
House Republicans were non sequiturs, 
or individuals who would have no 
knowledge of the President’s actions 
nor of the allegations against him, 
three of the individuals requested by 
the Republicans were agreed to and are 
slated to testify next week. The idea 
that the Republicans and the President 
have no due process and can’t call wit-
nesses or influence the process is sim-
ply inaccurate. 

As the impeachment inquiry in the 
House begins a new phase today in its 
pursuit of the facts, we have a serious 
responsibility here in the Senate not to 
prejudge the case but to examine the 
evidence impartially. We have a re-
sponsibility to let all of the facts come 
out and, as they do, to keep an open 
mind and let ourselves be ruled by rea-
son rather than by passion or partisan-
ship. As public hearings in the House 
begin, we would do well to remember 
our constitutional duty to act as 
judges and jurors in a potential trial 
when and if it comes to one. That is 
not to say we won’t even read the tran-
script, and that is not to say the vote 
would come out this way. Yet, as ju-
rors, we will be as dispassioned as each 
of us can be. 

TURKEY AND SYRIA 
Mr. President, on another matter, 

President Trump will roll out the red 
carpet today for President Erdogan, of 
Turkey, as he visits the White House 
after everything that has transpired 
over the last few months. This is after 
President Trump green-lit Turkey’s 
reckless and destabilizing invasion of 
northern Syria, after Turkish troops 
and their proxies committed atrocities 
against civilians and the Syrian Kurds, 
who are our former partners in the 
fight against ISIS, and after Erdogan 
cut a deal with our adversary President 
Putin and threatened our allies in Eu-
rope with the release of ISIS’s detain-
ees. 

The fact that President Trump will 
reward President Erdogan with an Oval 
Office meeting today is mind-boggling. 
The meeting will serve as a very public 
example of how President Trump has 
mismanaged the situation in Syria 
and, most importantly, how he has 
complicated and slowed the effort to 
secure the enduring defeat of ISIS. It is 
ISIS that creates the greatest danger 
to our American homeland. As al-Qaida 
did before it, it will try to create huge 
damage. We in New York know that 
this can sometimes, unfortunately, 
occur. God forbid it happens again. 

Yet, holy mackerel, the President 
has no plan for ISIS; detainees are es-
caping; and the Turks are far more 
upset with the Kurds, who have been on 
our side with ISIS, than they are with 
ISIS. Erdogan suppresses free speech, 
arrests opponents, and does so many 

other terrible things to his country, 
which was once a much more shining 
example of democracy—and the Presi-
dent invites him here? Does the Presi-
dent have no sense of value? Does the 
President have no sense of morals? 
Does the President have no sense of 
what affects American security? It is 
appalling. 

AGRICULTURE 
Mr. President, on agriculture, a re-

port issued yesterday by the Demo-
cratic minority on the Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
shed new light on troubling disparities 
as to how the Trump administration 
has treated farmers through the De-
partment of Agriculture’s Market Fa-
cilitation Program. 

Farmers in need of Federal aid have 
leaned on this program to offset losses 
that have been caused by retaliatory 
foreign tariffs. In an industry in which 
margins are sometimes very thin, this 
support makes a real difference for 
struggling farmers across the country. 
Yet, rather than helping those farmers 
who are the most in need, the Trump 
administration, through this program, 
is picking winners and losers by using 
a flawed methodology to favor certain 
regions over others and wealthy agri-
cultural conglomerates over small 
farmers. 

The whole idea of the program is to 
help small farmers throughout the 
Middle West, particularly those farm-
ers with soybeans and corn and hogs. 
The bulk of the program went to five 
Southern States. Ninety-five percent of 
the top payments defined as $100 or 
more per acre all went to counties in 
Southern States. Where did the lowest 
payments go? They went to the coun-
ties in the Midwest even though the 
Midwest has suffered greater losses 
overall. 

Instead of coming up with a strategy 
to help smaller and less established 
farms, which are often more vulnerable 
during tough economic times, the 
Trump administration has doubled the 
payment caps for row crops while hav-
ing left other caps in place. This will 
disproportionately funnel money to the 
largest farms in America while it will 
limit aid to smaller farms. 

Most concerning, however, is that 
our study shows the Trump adminis-
tration has awarded tens of millions in 
purchase contracts to foreign-owned 
companies, including a large beef fac-
tory in Brazil. Instead of ensuring that 
aid goes to American farmers, the 
Trump administration has been hand-
ing millions of taxpayer dollars to for-
eign agribusinesses. 

This program was put together on 
the spur because the President was 
worried about political effects with, 
particularly, soybean farmers but with 
others, too, in the Middle West. Yet it 
was put together so poorly—in such a 
slipshod and unthought-out manner— 
that cotton farmers do the best of all 
even though their prices are not hurt-
ing the way soybean or corn or hog 
prices are. 
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To my friends on the other side of 

the aisle, the fiscal conservatives, we 
need your voices. 

If this program were going to the 
urban areas or maybe to the poorer 
people, we would hear an outcry from 
certain Members on the other side, but 
our farmers need the help too. When 
you waste money on an ag program, 
the people who are hurt the most are 
our smaller and family farmers, par-
ticularly, in this case, in the Middle 
West. 

For years, my Republican friends in 
this Chamber accused the Obama ad-
ministration—unfairly, in my mind—of 
picking winners and losers in the mar-
ket. It was one of their favorite talking 
points. Here, we have the Trump ad-
ministration literally picking winners 
and losers among American farmers. 
Sometimes the winners are not even 
American. Oftentimes, the losers are 
the small family farmers who need as-
sistance the most. 

I am so glad that my Democrat col-
leagues on the Agriculture, Nutrition, 
and Forestry Committee, especially 
Ranking Member STABENOW, have 
worked to inject some transparency 
into the agriculture relief program. 

The Trump administration should be 
using the Market Facilitation Program 
to help those farmers most in need—pe-
riod. The Trump administration needs 
to stop picking winners and losers and 
make sure all American farmers get 
the help they deserve. 

VETERANS 
Mr. President, finally, on veterans— 

this is another one—when I look at 
what this administration is doing, and 
if every American knew all these 
things, Donald Trump wouldn’t stand a 
chance. This one, I hope, will get out. 

I talked a little bit about this yester-
day. We all know that so many of our 
young men and women—my genera-
tion—went to Vietnam and risked their 
lives. Many of them gave their lives for 
our country. One of the worst aspects 
of things is that they were not treated 
as heroes when they came home. 

I think America has made up for that 
now, but here is a way that we are not 
treating them well at all. Many of 
them were exposed to Agent Orange, 
and it became clear that many got sick 
from exposure to Agent Orange while 
fighting in Vietnam. 

Well, what the VA has found is that 
certain illnesses are caused by expo-
sure to Agent Orange, and they found 
that there are four more illnesses that 
have an Agent Orange link. But quietly 
and secretly, the Trump administra-
tion denied payments to over 60,000 
veterans who had these illnesses and 
who received emergency care at non- 
VA facilities in 2017. 

It has missed deadlines to expand the 
VA caregivers program to Vietnam and 
Korean war veterans, and there are 
some reports that the Trump VA hired 
doctors on probation, but what is gall-
ing at the moment is this Agent Or-
ange situation and hiding the report. 

Mulvaney, evidently, the Chief of 
Staff, just said quietly: We are not 

funding it. It took a Freedom of Infor-
mation Act action to reveal that they 
were cutting the money off for these 
folks. 

They went to Vietnam. Some of them 
volunteered. Some of them were draft-
ed. They got sick because of exposure 
to Agent Orange, and the Trump ad-
ministration, which loves to have ral-
lies with veterans, cuts the money off 
from them, saying that Mulvaney said 
we couldn’t afford it. 

These veterans could afford to risk 
their lives for us. We can afford to help 
them in their hour of need. I hope the 
administration will reverse its deci-
sion. 

I yield the floor. 

f 

RECESS 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the Senate stands 
in recess until 2 p.m. 

Thereupon, the Senate, at 12:48 p.m., 
recessed until 2 p.m. and reassembled 
when called to order by the Presiding 
Officer (Mr. PERDUE). 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Iowa. 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that I have the 
right to yield to Senator COLLINS at 
the end of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

PRESCRIPTION DRUG PRICING REDUCTION ACT 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, polls 
show a surprising interest of Ameri-
cans in the high cost of prescription 
drugs. It seems to be an issue that 
unites Americans. I often point out 
that Washington is an island sur-
rounded by reality. Here inside the 
Beltway, people are obsessed with par-
tisan impeachment proceedings. It 
seems like morning, noon, and night, 
the relentless effort to unseat the 
President of the United States is a 
toxic strain of Potomac fever infecting 
Capitol Hill. 

Now, if only Congress would channel 
every waking minute to fix problems in 
the real world, wouldn’t that be won-
derful? So let me provide a reality 
check. For people living in the real 
world, impeachment inquiry is not 
what keeps Americans up at night. It is 
not what wakes up moms and dads wor-
ried sick about paying for their child’s 
insulin. It is not what drains the pock-
etbooks of seniors and takes a big bite 
out of people’s paychecks. The issue 
that unites Americans from Maine, to 
Iowa, to Oregon is the sky-high prices 
that Americans and the taxpaying pub-
lic are paying for prescription medi-
cine. 

As chairman of the Senate Finance 
Committee, I am working in a bipar-
tisan way to fix what is broken in our 
drug supply chain. In February, we 
called the heads of Big Pharma to tes-
tify before the Finance Committee. 

Next, we heard from the largest phar-
macy benefit managers to examine re-
bates and unravel the pricing supply 
chain. There was an awful lot of finger- 
pointing between the various interests 
about the soaring drug prices that 
Americans pay for pharmaceuticals. 
That finger-pointing, we heard in our 
committee. Finger-pointing doesn’t de-
crease drug prices because the real 
problem is there is too much secrecy 
and not enough accountability in the 
industry of pricing drugs. 

When drug prices grow by leaps and 
bounds, year after year, it is time to 
look under the hood. It is time to kick 
the tires along the drug supply chain 
and check the gauge on the competi-
tion. Why in the world is insulin, just 
as an example—a drug that has been on 
the market for nearly 100 years—dou-
bling or tripling in price for patients in 
the United States? It is surely not that 
way in Europe. 

We have gotten lots of feedback from 
patient advocates, healthcare pro-
viders, and free market proponents. 
The pushback from Big Pharma reveals 
that we are really on to something. 
Congress needs to take its foot off the 
brake. It is time to deliver real sav-
ings, and our bill will deliver real sav-
ings to consumers and to the tax-
payers. It is time to pass reforms that 
will cut prescription drug costs for the 
American people. 

Now, some of my colleagues may re-
quire a more blunt call to action so I 
want to use the two-by-four illustra-
tion. Join us and score a win for the 
American people. Otherwise, do noth-
ing and risk being on the losing side of 
the ballot box next November. 

At my annual 99 county meetings 
where I always hold a Q&A with what-
ever groups of constituents gather, I 
hear the same message from people all 
across the State of Iowa. They have 
family members and they have neigh-
bors who struggle to pay for prescrip-
tion management, to manage chronic 
health conditions, and to treat dis-
eases. Thanks to breakthrough treat-
ments and cures, Americans are living 
longer and healthier lives. 

Many are beating the odds of a diag-
nosis that would have been a death sen-
tence a generation ago. However, if a 
loved one is diagnosed with MS or dia-
betes or cystic fibrosis, no miracle cure 
will help if Americans can’t afford to 
pay for their medicine. It will not help 
seniors if sky-high prices drain tax-
payer-financed health programs like 
Medicare and Medicaid. Soaring drug 
prices are forcing too many Americans 
to skimp on other necessities or even 
ration their doses of prescriptions that 
they take. 

Now, I just mentioned, as an exam-
ple, cystic fibrosis. Last month, the 
FDA approved a promising new treat-
ment for this progressive genetic dis-
order. Cystic fibrosis impacts about 
30,000 Americans. There is nothing par-
ents will not do to advocate for their 
child living with this condition. That is 
how I met one family from Iowa a few 
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years ago. That is when I launched the 
bipartisan Senate caucus on cystic fi-
brosis, to add our voices for awareness 
and advocacy. Now, I am told the price 
tag for the new drug is more than 
$300,000 per patient, per year. 

Without a doubt, this drug raises the 
roof of hope for tens of thousands of 
families, but it also raises a red flag 
about drug prices. If prices keep going 
through the roof year after year, how 
will Americans who depend on prescrip-
tion medicines afford them? America’s 
drug pricing regime is broken. It re-
quires reform to sustain fiscal sustain-
ability and also to steer incubation and 
innovation forward. It needs more 
transparency. It needs better incen-
tives. It needs real competition to 
drive down prices. So all 100 of us have 
our work cut out for us. 

Big Pharma doesn’t want the pipeline 
to the Federal Treasury tightened at 
all, and they will spend big money to 
scare people away from reasonable so-
lutions that will deliver real savings 
and get the best deal for the taxpayers. 
I referred to our working in a bipar-
tisan way. So, in July, Ranking Mem-
ber WYDEN and I secured broad, bipar-
tisan support in our Finance Com-
mittee—19 denying vote. 

Our bill would save taxpayers more 
than $100 billion. That is not this Sen-
ate saying that. That is the Congres-
sional Budget Office. The bill caps out- 
of-pocket costs for seniors. The bill 
saves their households more than $30 
billion. We fine-tuned and improved 
our bill to gain more momentum and 
more support. Part of that support and 
one of the outstanding advocates for 
what we are trying to do doesn’t hap-
pen to be a member of the Finance 
Committee, but it is my good friend 
from Maine, Senator COLLINS, right 
here on the floor. I will yield to her in 
short time. 

She is helping lead the fight to re-
duce drug prices. We have been work-
ing together on many issues. I am a 
former chairman of the Special Com-
mittee on Aging, and she is the current 
chair of the Special Committee on 
Aging. We are committed to help older 
Americans lead productive lives. We 
also share a top priority not to miss a 
vote. While I might have a stronger 
voting streak, SUSAN hasn’t missed a 
single vote. I hope Maine appreciates a 
person who has been in the Senate 
since 1997 and hasn’t missed a single 
vote. 

Senator COLLINS is one of those rare 
lawmakers who doesn’t care who gets 
the credit, as long as we are doing the 
right thing. The name of this bill that 
I am talking about—and I imagine she 
will refer to—is the Prescription Drug 
Pricing Reduction Act. That will be 
the right thing to do, and it will do the 
right thing. So it is time for Congress 
to do the right thing. 

Just in case I said anything different 
about Senator COLLINS that is not ac-
curate, she can feel free to correct me, 
but I now yield to Senator COLLINS, a 
strong voice for this piece of legisla-
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Maine. 

Ms. COLLINS. Mr. President, let me 
first thank and recognize Senator 
GRASSLEY for his farsighted, coura-
geous leadership on this issue of vital 
importance to the American people, 
the escalating costs of prescription 
drugs. 

Under Senator GRASSLEY’s chairman-
ship, the Finance Committee has held 
numerous hearings on drug pricing. His 
diligence, his persistence on this issue 
has produced the bipartisan Prescrip-
tion Drug Price Reduction Act, a bold 
and effective set of proposals that I 
strongly endorse and look forward to 
seeing signed into law. 

This past century could well be 
called the age of miracle drugs, from 
insulin and penicillin to pharma-
ceuticals that treat cancer, HIV, heart 
disease, and so many other serious con-
ditions, modern drugs have been proven 
to improve, extend, and even save lives. 
In our time, however, we might define 
a miracle drug as one that has not dou-
bled in price since the last refill. With 
prescription drugs among the key fac-
tors driving up the cost of healthcare, 
it is essential that we approve policies 
that both encourage innovation and 
protect consumers, particularly our 
seniors. 

Demonstrating the importance of 
this challenge, three Senate commit-
tees—the Senate Finance Committee, 
ably chaired by Senator GRASSLEY, 
which I mentioned earlier; the Senate 
HELP Committee, which is led by our 
friend and colleague Senator LAMAR 
ALEXANDER; and the Judiciary Com-
mittee, which is led by Senator GRA-
HAM—have advanced bills aimed at re-
forming our broken drug pricing sys-
tem. 

In addition, the Senate Aging Com-
mittee, which I chair, has held eight 
hearings on drug pricing since 2015 and 
issued a major report in 2016 on Sudden 
Price Spikes in Off-Patent Prescription 
Drugs. Our report highlighted the ma-
nipulative schemes employed by Mar-
tin Shkreli, who increased the price of 
a drug that was more than 63 years 
old—a lifesaving medication—by 5,000 
percent in just 1 day. 

To paraphrase his words, he could 
drive up the price of drugs like this one 
on which he had not spent a dime in 
the research and development because 
he could. His price gouging caused real 
hardships for patients. 

Some of the most alarming testi-
mony we have heard on the Aging Com-
mittee has come from patients. They 
describe the financial impact of their 
prescription drug prices, the depths 
they have gone to to access medica-
tions they need, and how this struggle 
has affected their health and their 
overall quality of life. They are truly 
choosing between paying their electric 
bill, buying the food they need, and 
filling their prescription drugs. 

An example is a young father from 
New Gloucester, ME, who discovered 
that the cost of a 90-day supply of insu-

lin for his 13-year-old son who has type 
1 diabetes had more than tripled to 
more than $900. 

A woman from Falmouth, ME, saw 
her out-of-pocket costs for the arthri-
tis medication Enbrel that she needs 
soar from $10 to $3,800 per month when 
she transitioned from her employer- 
sponsored insurance to Medicare when 
she retired. She had no choice but to 
switch medications, which did not 
work nearly as well for her, but she 
simply could not afford that out-of- 
pocket cost. 

I will never forget standing in line at 
the pharmacy counter in Bangor, ME, 
where I live. The couple ahead of me 
received their prescription drug and 
the unwelcome news that their pre-
scription copay was going to be $111. 
The husband turned to his wife and 
said ‘‘Honey, we simply cannot afford 
that,’’ and they walked away, leaving 
that needed prescription on the phar-
macy counter. 

I asked the pharmacist: How often 
does this happen? 

His answer: Every day. 
The results of exorbitant increases in 

the price of drugs are that needed pre-
scriptions aren’t filled, doses are 
skipped, and pills are cut in half—all 
harmful to the patient’s health. And 
why? Because the patient simply can-
not afford the exorbitant costs, the 
skyrocketing costs of these drugs. 

This should not happen. We must join 
together to combat the exorbitant pre-
scription costs that confront more and 
more Americans every day. More than 
half of all Americans and 90 percent of 
our seniors take at least one prescrip-
tion drug each month. For many, ac-
cess to these medicines is not only crit-
ical to their well-being, but it can lit-
erally be a matter of life and death. 

For children and adults with type 1 
diabetes, insulin is not a luxury or 
something that is nice to have; insulin 
is essential to their ability to survive. 
Insulin was first isolated nearly a cen-
tury ago in Canada. Yet its cost has 
soared in recent years. 

Another chairman in the Senate who 
has worked very hard on this issue, 
along with Senator GRASSLEY, is Sen-
ator LAMAR ALEXANDER. He has made 
it a strong priority of the HELP Com-
mittee, on which I serve, to increase 
transparency and competition in the 
prescription drug market. 

I don’t think there is any product 
that we buy in this country where 
there is less transparency in the price 
than the price of prescription drugs 
and where the supply chain is more rife 
with conflicts of interest. 

Last year, in response to my experi-
ence listening to this couple in Bangor, 
ME, I authored a bill to block phar-
macy gag clauses. Under these contrac-
tual gag clauses, pharmacists were ac-
tually prohibited from volunteering to 
a consumer that it might well be less 
expensive to pay out-of-pocket rather 
than use their insurance. A recent 
study published by the Journal of the 
American Medicine Association found 
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that this new law could help Americans 
save money in nearly one out of four 
prescription transactions in a phar-
macy. 

Another bill I authored in 2017 to pro-
mote more competition from lower 
price but equally effective generic 
drugs is also showing results. To date, 
the FDA has granted nearly 200 appli-
cation requests under the new expe-
dited pathway established by this law, 
with 12 approvals. That is a much fast-
er pace than in the past. 

In June, the HELP Committee re-
ported out the Lower Healthcare Costs 
Act, which incorporates more than 14 
measures to increase drug price com-
petition. I am pleased to say that it in-
cludes major portions of the Biologic 
Patent Transparency Act that I au-
thored with Senator KAINE, and that is 
cosponsored by Senators BRAUN, 
HAWLEY, PORTMAN, SHAHEEN, STABE-
NOW, PAUL, and MURKOWSKI. It is in-
tended to prevent drug manufacturers 
from gaming the patent system. It re-
quires earlier and greater disclosure of 
the web of patents held by biologic 
manufacturers, thus making it easier 
for biosimilar competitors to develop 
more affordable alternatives without 
being stymied by the filing of last- 
minute patents. 

According to former FDA Commis-
sioner Scott Gottlieb, if all of the 
biosimilars that have been approved by 
the FDA were successfully marketed in 
the United States in a timely fashion, 
Americans would have saved more than 
$4.5 billion in 2017. 

The fact that a biosimilar version of 
HUMIRA—the best selling drug in the 
world—has been on the market in Eu-
rope for more than a year while Amer-
ican patients must wait until 2023 is a 
clear example that the biosimilar mar-
ket is not working as it should. 

The Lower Healthcare Costs Act also 
includes the CREATES Act—a bill that 
I know Senator GRASSLEY has been 
very involved in. It addresses the anti- 
competitive practices of companies 
that delay or even block access to a 
sufficient quantity of the brand-name 
drug needed to conduct the bioequiva-
lency test required by the FDA as part 
of the generic drug approval process. 
This addresses one of the major prob-
lems identified by the Aging Com-
mittee when we looked at this issue 
starting in 2016, examining the explo-
sion in prices of prescription drugs for 
which there is no generic equivalent. I 
am pleased that we are on the verge of 
taking action to combat and stop this 
unfair practice. 

The HELP Committee bill also re-
quires significantly more disclosure on 
the costs, fees, and rebate information 
associated with PBM contracts; that is, 
prescription benefit managers. I know 
the Finance Committee bill does as 
well. 

As I mentioned previously, the Fi-
nance Committee passed the Prescrip-
tion Drug Pricing Reduction Act— 
landmark legislation that would save 
taxpayers more than $100 billion and 

save seniors more than $30 billion in 
out-of-pocket costs for their prescrip-
tions. I strongly support this bill be-
cause it strikes the right balance be-
tween reducing out-of-pocket costs for 
consumers without hindering innova-
tion and investment in the next life-
saving medications. 

The Finance Committee bill also 
makes crucial improvements to Medi-
care Part D, such as protecting seniors 
with an out-of-pocket spending cap— 
another long overdue change that 
would ensure that patients with high- 
cost conditions, such as cancer, mul-
tiple sclerosis, and rheumatoid arthri-
tis, can get the medications they need. 
Furthermore, the bill would protect 
taxpayers from higher than inflation 
increases in drug prices, while reducing 
government spending, premiums, and 
overall out-of-pocket costs. 

The Judiciary Committee has also 
advanced proposals that would em-
power the Federal Trade Commission 
to take more aggressive action on anti- 
competitive behaviors. 

These are three worthwhile pieces of 
legislation that should be brought to 
the Senate floor. The work of the Fi-
nance Committee, the HELP Com-
mittee, and the Judiciary Committee 
is a tremendous breakthrough that 
would make such a difference to the 
American people. 

As we continue to find further con-
sensus and a path forward on each of 
these bipartisan bills, I hope we can 
also look for additional improvements. 
For example, as cochairs of the Senate 
Diabetes Caucus, Senator SHAHEEN and 
I, along with Senators CRAMER and 
CARPER, have introduced legislation to 
address flaws in the system that have 
allowed pharmacy benefit managers 
and manufacturers to implement what 
are truly unscrupulous price increases 
on lifesaving insulin. I also support a 
measure introduced by Senators KLO-
BUCHAR and GRASSLEY to prohibit 
brand-name drug companies from com-
pensating generic drug companies to 
delay the entry of a less costly but 
equally effective generic into the mar-
ket. That is referred to as ‘‘pay for 
delay.’’ I am amazed that it is not al-
ready illegal under our anti-trust laws. 
This bill would make it clear that this 
tactic is no longer permitted. 

Congress has a tremendous oppor-
tunity to deliver a decisive victory in 
both lowering healthcare costs and im-
proving healthcare for the people in my 
State of Maine and throughout Amer-
ica. If we want new medicines to reach 
consumers who need them, the compa-
nies that invest in research and take 
the risks necessary must see a fair re-
turn on their investment, but at the 
same time, we can no longer allow the 
price manipulation and the market dis-
tortions to continue at the expense of 
the most vulnerable Americans and 
their families and ultimately at the ex-
pense of every American taxpayer. 

We can act to make a real difference 
in the lives of Americans whose health 
depends on affordable prescription 

drugs. The required policy solutions 
will not come in the form of a miracle 
but through hard work and continued 
bipartisan cooperation. 

Let us come together. I urge all of 
my colleagues to join in supporting the 
measures we have worked so hard on 
and that the HELP Committee, the Fi-
nance Committee, and the Judiciary 
Committee have all reported, on a bi-
partisan basis, recognizing the hard-
ships imposed on the American people. 
Let us bring these bills to the Senate 
floor expeditiously. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. President, I come 
down to the Chamber today to talk a 
little bit and highlight the vast dif-
ferences in the priorities between the 
two Chambers in the U.S. Congress 
today. 

Several of my colleagues will be 
down here a little later today to talk 
about and to encourage the passage of 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act—a bill, by the way, that passed the 
Senate in a very strong bipartisan way, 
reflective of strong bipartisan input, in 
a vote of 86 to 8. The House also passed 
their version of the National Defense 
Authorization Act on more of a party- 
line vote. 

The point being, both Chambers have 
passed it; the reconciliation of the two 
bills has begun; the negotiations have 
begun, but they have been stalled. I 
think it is a strong reflection of the 
differences between the two Chambers. 

First, I will talk a little bit about 
why it is important that we do this job. 
First of all, there have been 58 years in 
a row that the NDAA has passed the 
House and the Senate and signed into 
law. Why? Well, because it is the high-
est priority of the government—of all 
the bills we do every year, apart from 
and very close to appropriations, would 
be authorization of our national de-
fense programs. That is why it has hap-
pened 58 years in a row. 

It is important for a number of rea-
sons. One of the things that both the 
House version and the Senate version 
of the NDAA does is highlight the im-
portance of space with the creation of 
a Space Force, as we call it the Senate, 
and Space Corps, as they call it in the 
House. Nonetheless, it is similar, and it 
represents and recognizes the impor-
tance of space domain as a warfighting 
domain going forward, a priority that 
our near-peer allies have already recog-
nized in their policies. 

Without NDAA passing, that goes by 
the wayside for at least another year. 
It also fully funds several national pri-
orities, not the least of which is, of 
course, the largest pay increase in 10 
years for our men and women who wear 
the uniform. 

On a more local level for me, it au-
thorizes the modernization of our nu-
clear fleet, including the ground-based 
missiles known as the ICBMs that we 
have 150 of in North Dakota at Minot. 
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It modernizes this system, which is 
several decades old. If we need any-
thing, we need to modernize our weap-
ons systems again to keep pace with 
our near-peer adversaries. 

It also authorizes millions of dollars 
in funds to the national Global Hawk 
mission, which is headquartered in 
Grand Forks, another very important 
Air Force base in my State. It author-
izes funds for the MQ–9 program. MQ–9s 
are flown by North Dakota Air Na-
tional Guardsmen in Fargo’s Happy 
Hooligans. It also advances the mission 
of the Cavalier Air Force Station in 
Cavalier, ND, one of the very few space 
radar stations, and it ensures that the 
needs of all our Guard operations are 
met. 

The House bill, by the way, also does 
something that is very important to 
me. It is a bill I have introduced, along 
with my colleagues from New York, 
that honors the 74 sailors who lost 
their lives in the Frank E. Evans 50 
years ago during the Vietnam war. 
These sailors’ names have been left off 
the Vietnam Memorial Wall over a 
minor technicality, a technicality that 
probably shouldn’t be in the rules to 
begin with, but certainly it has been 
waived in many other circumstances 
and needs to be waived in this NDAA. I 
would love to get that House language 
into the final bill. 

None of these priorities are going to 
be met if House Democrats—and I focus 
on House Democrats—if they don’t 
come to the table and act in good faith 
and negotiate in good faith. Senate 
Democrats have had a major part in 
this, and I welcome every bit of in-
volvement they provide. 

One of the joys of being on the Armed 
Services Committee for me has been 
being able to see a functioning com-
mittee that works well across party 
lines. Obviously, Senate Republicans 
are all on board. House Republicans are 
all on board. For some reason, the 
House leadership on the Democratic 
side is focused on other priorities, and 
the contrast could not be more clear. 

While we have been working hard in 
the Senate on appropriations, as well 
as the Defense authorization, our 
chairman has used his voice—Chairman 
INHOFE—and used his incredible work 
ethic and his wisdom in working with 
Senator REED, the ranking Democrat, 
on getting these priorities to the fore-
front. I can’t think of a better tandem 
than those two gentlemen. 

Chairman INHOFE is truly one of the 
hardest working, most decent, and hon-
orable people I have ever worked with. 
Chairman SMITH, the chairman in the 
House committee, could learn a few 
things from him. 

Again, while we passed the bill with 
overwhelming bipartisan support, the 
House bill was a much more partisan 
exercise. We want to prevent a govern-
ment shutdown. We want to prevent a 
continuing resolution. So along with 
the NDAA, of course, is the Defense ap-
propriations bill, and we have to get 
both of them done. We want to give our 

military a win-win situation, where 
they get the pay raises, where they get 
the modernization they need, where 
new programs can be launched, and 
where we can provide long-term cer-
tainty. 

While we are trying to provide at 
least a win for our military, Democrats 
in the House are focused on trying to 
win the 2016 Presidential election, not 
even thinking so much about the next 
one. They are involved in a kangaroo 
court over there. I watched a half hour 
of it today, and I could hardly believe 
what I was seeing. Today’s political 
theater in the House is unnecessary, 
and 3 years into it, it is an outward 
demonstration of the inward motiva-
tion of a party that is trying to undo 
the Presidency of Donald Trump. 

Instead of prioritizing our constitu-
tional responsibilities, they are en-
gaged in political theater in a kan-
garoo court. I am pleading, once again, 
with my colleagues across the aisle and 
especially across the Capitol, in these 
last couple of days, while the nego-
tiators are together trying to figure 
out a path forward, please come to the 
table, please act in good conscience. 
Please, please, please look for opportu-
nities where we can compromise, and, 
for Pete’s sake, let’s at least pass the 
things we all agree on. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Mexico. 
Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent to speak as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATIONS 
Mr. HEINRICH. Mr. President, ear-

lier today, we were asked to vote on 
the confirmation of Chad Wolf to serve 
as the Under Secretary for Strategy, 
Policy, and Plans at the Department of 
Homeland Security. Mr. Wolf has been 
serving in that role on an acting basis 
since February. 

Because of the way the Trump ad-
ministration functions, or fails to func-
tion, what we were really being asked 
to do today was to confirm Mr. Wolf to 
a position so the President can then 
promote him to Acting DHS Secretary. 
This comes on top of most appointed 
positions at the agency going unfilled 
or only filled with similarly temporary 
acting roles. 

Before we all throw our hands up in 
the air and simply add this vote to the 
growing list of broken norms and in-
competent actions on the part of the 
Trump White House, I would like us to 
consider what is at stake in this par-
ticular case. I beg us to take seriously 
the human toll that has been incurred 
because of this administration’s willful 
chaos at the Department of Homeland 
Security. 

The Department of Homeland Secu-
rity is the Nation’s third largest Fed-
eral agency, behind only the Pentagon 
and the VA. The agency oversees dis-
aster relief, transportation safety, 
counterterrorism, and immigration and 

border security. According to a report 
in the Washington Post, Mr. Wolf is the 
favored pick of senior Trump adviser 
Stephen Miller to take over as Acting 
Homeland Security Secretary. That 
should tell us about everything we 
need to know. 

Stephen Miller has been the lead ar-
chitect of the White House’s immoral 
and anti-immigration policies over the 
last 3 years. The Senate should have 
taken this vote as a reason to examine 
how this administration has spent the 
last 3 years flouting our Nation’s laws 
and our Nation’s values through its in-
tentional chaos at the Department of 
Homeland Security. 

We should do our jobs and give an 
honest accounting of this administra-
tion’s inhumane and, frankly, ineffec-
tive policies—policies, it should be 
said, that Mr. Wolf has been right in 
the middle of each step of the way. In-
stead, the Senate voted to confirm Mr. 
Wolf in this sham process to a position 
we weren’t even sure he will serve in. 
This is shameful. 

Now that the Senate has confirmed 
Mr. Wolf to the Under Secretary posi-
tion and as we anticipate Mr. Trump 
moving him into the Acting Secretary 
role, I ask my colleagues to please con-
sider his record. We know Mr. Wolf 
played a central role in authoring and 
implementing the family separation 
policy. We don’t fully understand how 
much he did to implement President 
Trump’s other harmful immigration 
policies because the Department of 
Homeland Security has stonewalled 
and refused to provide key documents 
to the Senate on his tenure before we 
took the vote this morning. 

However, given his major role with 
Secretary Nielsen, it seems safe to as-
sume that Mr. Wolf was involved in 
many of the administration’s policy 
failures. Under these policies, thou-
sands of children, as young as infants 
and toddlers, arriving at our Nation’s 
southern border have been separated 
from their families. We have seen mi-
grant families and children held in ap-
palling, overcrowded, some say 
prisonlike—I would say prison facili-
ties—immigration detention facilities 
like those in Clint, TX, that we saw in 
the media. 

The Trump administration has also 
throttled major ports of entry where 
refugees present themselves for asylum 
as is actually dictated by current U.S. 
law. This has resulted in huge groups 
going instead to remote and dangerous 
stretches of the southern border. We 
have tragically seen that result in the 
deaths of several children in New Mex-
ico near some of our remote ports of 
entry that lack even the most basic 
medical infrastructure. 

We have seen President Trump play 
politics with the lives of thousands of 
refugees and asylum seekers, mothers, 
fathers, and children who are des-
perately seeking refuge and the pros-
pect of a better life in this country. 

We have seen the President even go 
so far as shutting down the govern-
ment and stealing billions of dollars of 
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congressionally appropriated funds 
from the military to pay for his waste-
ful and candidly ineffective border 
wall. 

Finally, President Trump’s decision 
to terminate the Deferred Action for 
Childhood Arrivals Program, or DACA, 
has thrown Dreamers across this coun-
try deep into fear and uncertainty. The 
stakes of that decision have been 
shown in oral arguments before the Su-
preme Court this very week. 

Dreamers are among our best and 
brightest—our best and brightest stu-
dents, teachers, and even veterans. 
They only know this Nation as their 
home in many cases, and today I am 
meeting with a Dreamer named Sam-
uel, who lives in Las Cruces, NM. 

Samuel came to the United States 
from Mexico with his family when he 
was 11 years old. He has called Las 
Cruces his hometown for the last 13 
years. As a DACA recipient, Samuel 
was able to study accounting at New 
Mexico State University and help pro-
vide for his family. 

Dreamers like Samuel want to give 
back to their communities and the 
only Nation they know as home. They 
are American in every way except on 
paper, and because of President Trump, 
Dreamers like Samuel face a deeply 
fearful future. 

Whenever we debate immigration, 
frankly, it becomes a little personal for 
me, and that is because, like most—all 
of us in this Nation of immigrants—my 
family’s story in America began with a 
search for a better life. My father came 
to the United States with his family 
from Germany as a young boy. They 
were fleeing the government of a rac-
ist, populist dictator who was first 
elected democratically and then used 
race and scapegoating to cement his 
grip on power. I always wonder how dif-
ferent my own life would be if America 
had turned my father away or sepa-
rated him from his family. 

This is not some abstract question 
for the mothers, fathers, and children 
who are desperately seeking refuge and 
the prospect of a better life in America 
today. I know that so many Americans 
watching this administration’s immi-
gration policies know in their hearts 
what America truly stands for as a na-
tion built by many generations of im-
migrants like my father. That includes 
local officials, first responders, and 
volunteers in communities like 
Deming, Las Cruces, and Albuquerque, 
NM, who over the last year provided 
shelter, food, and help to asylum seek-
ers who had nowhere else to turn. It in-
cludes the thousands of Americans who 
marched in the streets and demanded 
an end to family separation, and it in-
cludes millions of Americans who want 
our leaders in Washington to finally af-
firm the incredible value that immi-
grants provide for our country. 

I want all of you to know that I stand 
with you. You are on the right and just 
side of history. 

I will keep calling on us to hold this 
administration accountable to our 

American values, and I will keep call-
ing on Congress to uphold our end of 
the bargain and finally act to reform 
our broken immigration system. That 
should start by passing the Dream Act. 

We also need to address the root 
causes of migration from Central 
America, including extreme poverty, 
criminal gangs, and violence. We must 
make smart investments in real border 
security and economic development in 
our border communities. We need to 
provide the necessary medical and hu-
manitarian resources to our border re-
gion, particularly for the rugged, back- 
country terrain we have in my State. 

I will never stop fighting for policies 
that respect the dignity of immigrants, 
recognize the real needs of our vibrant 
border communities, and live up to our 
true American values. 

Unfortunately, I don’t think we will 
ever have a productive path forward on 
any of these urgent matters with this 
President and his administration. That 
is true no matter who President Trump 
ultimately shuffles into the role of 
Acting Homeland Security Secretary, 
but it is especially true if the President 
chooses Chad Wolf. 

When Senator ROSEN questioned Mr. 
Wolf in the Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee 
about the role he played in family sep-
aration and other cruel immigration 
policies, Mr. Wolf said: ‘‘My job wasn’t 
to determine if it was the right or 
wrong policy.’’ In other words, folks, 
he was just following orders. 

I think it is clear that the Trump ad-
ministration has shown an appalling 
disregard for basic human dignity. Now 
the Senate has confirmed someone who 
will simply rubberstamp the continued 
failures of this administration. 

I should also note that the current 
pending vote on the floor is for a judi-
cial nominee, Steven Menashi, who has 
also played a role in the administra-
tion’s shameful immigration policies. 
As a counsel in the Trump administra-
tion, Mr. Menashi has acknowledged 
that he advised Stephen Miller on im-
migration policy, and he has a long 
record of opposing the basic human and 
civil rights of people of color, women, 
LGBTQ Americans, and immigrants. 

As the general counsel at the Depart-
ment of Education under Betsy DeVos, 
he played a leading role in trying to 
deny debt relief to students defrauded 
by for-profit colleges. 

I can’t believe that we as the Senate 
can allow these types of appointments 
to keep going forward. We should not 
let this go on. This is not who we are 
as a country, and this is not the Amer-
ica that I know and love. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The senior assistant legislative clerk 

proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

DEFENSE APPROPRIATIONS 
Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, we 

just celebrated Veterans Day here in 
the Senate, back home, and across our 
great country in the States that all of 
us represent. Everybody was cele-
brating our troops, our military, and 
supporting their families. 

You hear that word ‘‘support’’ a lot 
when it comes to Veterans Day and our 
military and their families, but I am 
going to talk a little bit about that 
rhetoric. That is great. Senators talk a 
lot. But that is very disconnected from 
what actually is going on in the Senate 
right now and what is happening in 
terms of the action of supporting our 
troops. 

I came to the floor a couple of weeks 
ago to talk about this. I was pretty 
fired up. I am someone who is very col-
legial with my colleagues on both sides 
of the aisle, but the one thing I have 
noticed is that there is talk on sup-
porting troops and then there is action. 
The rhetoric, particularly with my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle, 
doesn’t always match what is actually 
happening. 

I would like to explain to my con-
stituents at home, the American peo-
ple, and anyone watching what is hap-
pening right now with regard to sup-
porting our troops—the action, not 
rhetoric—the action. Two weeks ago, 
my colleagues on the other side of the 
aisle filibustered the Defense appro-
priations bill. That is the bill that 
funds our troops. We had a big budget 
deal. We all agreed to it. 

It is hard to vote for it. I voted for it 
because it actually supports rebuilding 
our military pretty significantly after 
the Obama-era cuts. I voted for that. 

We are starting to bring up these 
minibus appropriations. We had one a 
couple of weeks ago. We debated and 
voted on it. The plan was to bring up 
the Defense approps bill. What did my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
do? They filibustered it. It was the 
ninth time since I have been in the 
Senate that my colleagues decided to 
filibuster the spending for our troops. 
There is no other bill in the body of the 
Senate that the Democrats filibuster 
more than the bill that funds our 
troops. They don’t want you to know 
that. They don’t go home and brag 
about it because they should be 
ashamed about it, but that is what 
they did. 

Despite this budget deal and despite 
all of this great support for our troops, 
right now, my colleagues, for the ninth 
time since I have been a Senator, 
which is 5 years—nine times they fili-
bustered the spending for the men and 
women who serve in the military. I ask 
the leaders to come out and explain 
that to the American people. Explain 
that to the press. Explain that to the 
people watching on TV. They don’t. I 
think most of my colleagues don’t 
want to do it, but they are told to do it 
because their leadership wants another 
priority. That is what is happening. 

They talk about supporting our 
troops, but then the action is that we 
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are actually not supporting our troops 
at all. We are keeping funding away 
from them because we are trying to le-
verage the desire to support our mili-
tary and a Defense appropriations bill 
for other political goals. This has hap-
pened nine times. 

There is no other bill since I have 
been elected to the Senate that my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
filibuster more. When they want lever-
age on a nonmilitary issue, they fili-
buster spending for the troops. I would 
welcome some of my colleagues to 
come and explain why they do that. 
That is one issue. 

Another issue is not my colleagues in 
the Senate, but it is certainly the 
Democrats on the other side of Capitol 
Hill. We are now debating the National 
Defense Authorization Act—the NDAA, 
as we call it. This is the heartbeat of 
the Congress. Why? It has passed this 
body 58 years in a row. That is the clos-
est thing we have to a guarantee in 
this body. Members—Democrats and 
Republicans—come together, and we 
set forward—coming out of the Armed 
Services Committee, on which I sit— 
the NDAA, which oversees, reforms, 
and authorizes important programs for 
our national defense and sets spending 
authorization for the entire military. 
Again, this process is normally very bi-
partisan, and it has been and continues 
to be in the Senate. 

I give Chairman INHOFE, the chair-
man of the Armed Services Committee, 
my good friend from Oklahoma, and 
Senator REED from Rhode Island, the 
ranking member, enormous credit for 
getting a bill that came out of com-
mittee 25 to 2. That is very bipartisan. 
Then, when it came to the Senate 
floor, it was 86 to 8. OK. That is the 
Senate saying: Hey, this is really im-
portant. We are going to take care of 
our military. We are going to lay out 
the policies and the topline numbers 
for rebuilding our military after the 
massive cuts from 2010 to 2015. So that 
is positive. 

Why am I complaining about it? 
Well, that bill right now on the House 
side, as we have gone into conference, 
is stuck. It is stuck. Many of the more 
extreme Members on the House side, 
who really aren’t big supporters of the 
military—let’s call a spade a spade— 
are now not allowing us to move for-
ward on any kind of compromise in the 
broader NDAA as we move into con-
ference. 

There are provisions that are very 
important to the military that this 
body strongly supported in a bipartisan 
way, but right now, because of what is 
going on in the House—the leadership 
in the House, which seems to be a lot 
more focused on other issues and not 
the national security of our Nation, is 
not moving forward on any com-
promise. Who does this benefit? Well, it 
certainly doesn’t help our troops. It 
certainly doesn’t help our military. It 
certainly doesn’t help their families. I 
can guarantee you, whether it is our 
adversaries or potential adversaries— 

Russia, China, North Korea, or Iran—as 
they are watching the stalemate on the 
NDAA, they are very pleased. 

This is something we need to come 
together and address. I am asking the 
chairman of the Armed Services Com-
mittee over on the House side, Chair-
man ADAM SMITH, and others to work 
with the Senate, work with Chairman 
INHOFE, work with Senator REED on 
getting to the compromises we all 
know we need to move this bill for the 
fifth year in a row to support our mili-
tary. We think that should be based on 
the Senate bill. 

When you have 86 Senators vote for 
something—a superbipartisan major-
ity—that should be the basis for com-
promise. But it is stalled. The chair-
man of the Armed Services Committee, 
Chairman INHOFE, has done a great job. 
He is a very patient man. He and Sen-
ator REED, the ranking member on the 
Armed Services Committee, are frus-
trated. We are frustrated. The troops 
are frustrated. We don’t have much 
time to waste. 

Again, I would like to conclude by 
saying that there is a lot of rhetoric 
here. There is a lot of rhetoric about 
supporting our troops. But what we 
need is action. By the way, I think a 
lot of times my colleagues are like, 
well, you know the men and women in 
the military are not really watching 
this. They don’t really know that my 
colleagues on the other side of the aisle 
have filibustered the funding for what 
they need nine times in the last 41⁄2 
years—nine times. It is disgraceful, in 
my view. People think, well, they are 
not really watching what is going on 
with the NDAA, how the extreme ele-
ments of the Democratic Party and the 
House side are making sure there is no 
compromise so that we can’t move this 
bill. Guess what. They are watching. 
They know this. 

When they don’t get support from the 
Congress of the United States, it is a 
problem for our military, not just in 
terms of the resources they need but in 
terms of morale. I am going to ask my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle: 
The next time you go home and give 
speeches about supporting our troops, 
supporting our families, do me a favor. 
Don’t come back to this body and fili-
buster their spending or, for the Mem-
bers of the House, don’t stake out such 
obstinate positions that you know 
there is going to be no compromise on 
an NDAA bill that is really important 
to our military and has strong bipar-
tisan support in this body. 

I know some of my other colleagues 
are going to be on the floor talking 
about this NDAA issue, talking about 
the Defense appropriations issue. 
Again, let’s match the rhetoric we all 
talked about with regard to Veterans 
Day—about supporting our troops— 
with action on the floor, not just hot 
air and words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-
TON). The Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I am 
here to speak about the topic of 

healthcare, but while my friend from 
Alaska is on the floor, I hope we can 
bridge the policy disagreements we 
have right now over the Defense appro-
priations bill, the appropriations proc-
ess and the authorization bill. 

I have been in Congress long enough 
to have heard this argument be trotted 
out over and over again that if you 
vote against a defense bill, then you 
aren’t supporting the troops, even if 
you have a legitimate policy disagree-
ment you are trying to work out. I 
have heard that enough to know that it 
just doesn’t match up with reality. 

I was told that because I opposed the 
Iraq war, I didn’t support the troops. 
People in the 1970s were told that if 
they didn’t support the Vietnam war, 
they were opposing the troops. The fact 
is, we have a legitimate policy dis-
agreement that we are trying to figure 
out. Democrats don’t think we should 
be taking money from defense con-
struction projects that are housing and 
protecting our troops to be used to 
build a border wall with Mexico that 
doesn’t do anything, in our opinion, to 
protect the United States compared to 
the benefit of the spending on military 
construction projects. We think that, 
ultimately, we are serving our troops 
by making sure those military con-
struction projects get funded instead of 
this wall that doesn’t make sense if not 
for the President’s campaign speeches. 

So we have some policy disagree-
ments over the budget. I would hope 
that my colleagues wouldn’t try to use 
this tired argument that if anyone here 
ever votes against a defense budget, 
then they somehow are opposing the 
troops. That is just irresponsible and 
disingenuous rhetoric. 

HEALTHCARE 
Mr. President, I am here to talk 

about a few patients from Connecticut. 
We on the Democratic side are trying 
to put a face to this campaign that the 
President is engaged in to try to weak-
en and ultimately eliminate the Af-
fordable Care Act. Right now there is a 
court case proceeding through the ap-
pellate courts that, if successful, would 
immediately end the Affordable Care 
Act, which provides insurance to 20 
million Americans and makes sure that 
everybody in this country with a pre-
existing condition doesn’t get charged 
more. The President has weighed in on 
behalf of that lawsuit. He hopes it will 
succeed. 

If it does succeed, we are going to 
have a humanitarian catastrophe in 
this country if 20 million people lose 
their insurance and, once again, insur-
ance companies are allowed to charge 
you more if you have a sickness or a 
sick child. We want to make sure we 
put a face on who is going to be af-
fected if President Trump’s sabotage 
campaign against the Affordable Care 
Act succeeds. 

I know my colleagues have remarks 
and are lined up to speak, so let me be 
as brief as I can. I want to tell you the 
story of just a couple of patients from 
Connecticut. I am going to cheat and 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 00:08 Nov 14, 2019 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00016 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G13NO6.024 S13NOPT1S
sp

en
ce

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

B
X

C
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6531 November 13, 2019 
make this ‘‘Patients of the Day.’’ 
These are folks who reached out to my 
office to tell me their story. 

Jason is from South Windsor, CT. He 
says: 

I am 54 years old and I have been pur-
chasing insurance since I entered the work-
force at 22 years old. I have arthritis that is 
manageable with medication. Without that 
medication and care from my physician, I 
would not be able to function. I would have 
difficulty with simple tasks like walking and 
shaking hands. 

There is no question that I rely on my in-
surance. If I were denied coverage because of 
my preexisting condition, it would be dev-
astating. 

Jason is one of the tens of millions of 
Americans who, without the protec-
tions from the Affordable Care Act, 
would likely not be able to get insur-
ance. He is perhaps months away from 
that reality. 

Lisa, from New Britain, writes on be-
half of her grandkids. Because some 
young kids can’t speak for themselves, 
their parents and grandparents speak 
for them. Lisa is the proud grand-
mother of two little girls who were 
born with cystic fibrosis. She worried 
that if her son ever had to switch jobs 
and change insurance plans or if the 
preexisting condition clause was struck 
down by the courts, he would be denied 
coverage because of their preexisting 
condition. She says: 

The girls are doing so well and thriving 
with the current treatment and medicine 
they are on. People with cystic fibrosis are 
now living longer than ever because of medi-
cine available to them. We’ve worked so hard 
in keeping them healthy. If this policy of al-
lowing insurance companies to deny people 
with preexisting conditions or capping life-
time maximums is allowed, you would be 
taking the lives of our family members. 

Finally, Giuseppina, who is a con-
cerned sister in Bridgeport writes: 

My youngest brother was born 2.5 months 
premature in 1977. He spent two months in 
the hospital and reached his lifetime limit 
from my father’s employer-provided insur-
ance before he left the hospital! In January 
of 1978, he was diagnosed with hydrocephalus 
due to underdevelopment or birth trauma. 

Due to the massive medical debt accrued 
from his multiple surgeries and hospital 
stays, my family had to receive public assist-
ance. . . . My father used to cry when he 
went food shopping. 

I want you to remember that reality. 
Remember the reality of millions of 
families who went bankrupt, who lost 
all their savings, who went on public 
assistance because they had massive 
medical debt due to the fact that they 
lost coverage because of a preexisting 
condition or lifetime or annual caps. 

All of that can come back if the Af-
fordable Care Act is struck down. It is 
important for us to come down to the 
floor and remind folks about the 
human face of healthcare repeal and 
the consequences if we don’t stand to-
gether and at least try to make a plan 
for what will happen if the lawsuit is 
successful and the Affordable Care Act 
is struck down by the court system. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Missouri. 

Mr. BLUNT. Mr. President, on that 
topic, of course, all Members of the 
Senate have said they are preserving 
the coverage of preexisting conditions. 
It is sort of like the same speech our 
friend from Connecticut said he was 
tired of hearing about supporting the 
troops when you don’t do everything 
you can to pass the Defense bill. It is 
at least as old as that—maybe older— 
and often as tiring. 

NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZATION ACT 
Mr. President, in the shadow of Vet-

erans Day, we are here on our side of 
the aisle to talk about why we are not 
doing what we need to be doing to fund 
the military. In my following Senator 
SULLIVAN, there are multiple DAN SUL-
LIVANs who are in politics in Alaska. 
The first time Senator DAN SULLIVAN 
was on my radar, how could I tell them 
apart? This one is Afghan Dan. There is 
Afghan Dan because he was willing to 
serve just like the Presiding Officer 
was willing to leave law school and not 
go to the JAG Corps but to go to the 
Active, fighting forces of the country. 
We are grateful for that. Both of them 
speak with authority on these issues, 
but the whole Senate and the whole 
Congress would have a chance to speak 
with authority on these issues if we 
would just decide to do our jobs. 

The way communities decide they 
are going to honor Veterans Day, I 
think, is unique among them. I had a 
couple of events scheduled on Monday. 
One was in Hartville, MO. Those in 
Hartville were creating a wall of people 
over the history of the country who 
died in service. If you are in elemen-
tary school in Hartville today and you 
look at that wall, I am confident you 
will see some of the same last names of 
the kids in your school. 

I was at a high school event in 
Camdenton at which we had about 20 
World War II veterans on the stage. I 
represent 500,000 veterans. My guess is 
the chances of finding 20 in 1 county in 
1 State is fairly hard to do these days, 
but they were all there. We were also 
talking about the beginning of a new 
Junior ROTC Program at that high 
school that will start in January. 
There are 82 high school students who 
are signed up to be part of that Junior 
ROTC Program, which they have spent 
10 years trying to put in place. 

For those who have served and for 
those who are willing to serve, the one 
thing we can do in Congress is to pass 
the two pieces of legislation that are 
necessary to support that service. Un-
like in World War II and unlike in 
many past conflicts, fewer than one- 
half of 1 percent of the population 
today serves in the military. The other 
99.5 percent needs to stand up and do 
what it can to be sure our military is 
the best supported military in the 
world. We never want an American sol-
dier, sailor, airman, marine, or a per-
son in the Coast Guard, in the National 
Guard, or in the Reserves to be in a fair 
fight. We always want them to be in an 
unfair fight, wherein they have advan-
tages in that fight. 

The only way you can be sure they 
will have those advantages is to have 
the training dollars, to have the equip-
ment dollars, and to have the command 
structure that allows that to happen. 
For 59 straight years, the Senate has 
passed the National Defense Authoriza-
tion Act. This is the act that defines 
what Congress believes should be the 
guiding principles for the military for 
that year—the places in which money 
should be invested, the equipment that 
should be bought, and the other 
changes that need to be made. 

The other bill we passed is the appro-
priations bill that takes that author-
ization bill and really puts the money 
by it that allows it to happen. For 59 
straight years, it is the only authoriza-
tion act we have passed every year. I 
think we could have a really good de-
bate as to why it is the most important 
of what we do and is the most impor-
tant thing the Federal Government 
does. We have done it, but we can’t 
seem to get it done this year. The bill 
that will have the biggest pay raise in 
a decade for the people in the military 
has somehow been negotiated since, 
roughly, June 27 of this year. It should 
have been a 1-week effort, not a weeks’ 
and months’ effort. When somebody is 
assigned to a new base, this bill will 
have the money in it to encourage 
spouses to go to work and do what they 
do as quickly as they can possibly do it 
by the bill’s facilitating and expediting 
State certification. 

In January, we had our first military 
spouse sworn in as a member of the 
Missouri bar. Her husband had come to 
take a command position at Fort Leon-
ard Wood. During the first week she 
was in Missouri, she was able to be 
sworn in to the Missouri bar and go to 
work. Whether as a therapist, a teach-
er, a truckdriver, an electrician, an en-
gineer, or a welder, if you have those 
skills and if you have followed your 
spouse to a new assignment, we should 
make that a top priority. 

That is what happens in this bill. It 
supports the readiness center in 
Springfield, MO. It supports the vehicle 
maintenance facility at Whiteman Air 
Force Base and the C–130 flight simu-
lator facility at the Rosecrans Air Na-
tional Guard Base. As a Senate, we de-
cided all of those things needed to hap-
pen. Now we need to decide as a Senate 
and a Congress how to make them hap-
pen. Whether they be 24 F/A–18 Super 
Hornets that the Navy wants that will 
be built in St. Louis, MO, or 15 F–15s 
for the Air Force, these things will not 
happen unless they are authorized. 
Let’s get them authorized. Let’s appro-
priate the money. We are already 
weeks late. We don’t need to be months 
late. It is better to have the money the 
day you are supposed to have it if you 
are going to spend it as wisely as we 
would hope you would be able to spend 
it. 

I join my colleagues and, I know, the 
Presiding Officer in saying we need to 
get this work done. It is critical. It is 
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a priority. I am glad to join my col-
leagues on the floor in fighting for 
those who fight for us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PERDUE). The Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. COTTON. Mr. President, I join 
the Senator from Missouri, the Senator 
from Alaska, and the other Senators in 
calling for the passage of the National 
Defense Authorization Act. 

This bill is the last of a breed. It is a 
bill we have passed with a large bipar-
tisan majority in Congress every single 
year for 58 straight years. It hasn’t 
been derailed by petty, partisan poli-
tics or grievances between the parties. 
It has gotten large bipartisan majori-
ties because Congress has understood 
that for those 58 years, the national de-
fense must come before politics. It is 
the definition of a must-pass act, but 
time is short to get it right, unfortu-
nately, because of those very kinds of 
petty, partisan politics. 

This bill is an opportunity for us to 
continue rebuilding our military after 
8 years of stagnation and cuts by the 
last administration. The bill would in-
crease funding to our troops by $22 bil-
lion—money that would be spent on 
cutting-edge technologies, like new 
vertical-lift jet engines, to give our 
troops an edge in future conflicts. 

This kind of investment is essential, 
especially as storm clouds brew in the 
Western Pacific from a rising China. 
The Communist Party of China is not 
derailed by petty, partisan politics; 
therefore, it is investing huge sums to 
transform its military into a world- 
class force that will be capable of rival-
ing and, it hopes, ultimately, of defeat-
ing our own military. At the same 
time, China is pursuing an aggressive 
technology strategy to dominate the 
next generation of military hardware. 
Beijing’s ultimate goal, of course, is to 
replace us not just as the most power-
ful country in the Western Pacific but 
in the entire world. So we must invest 
in our military right now or else we 
will reap that whirlwind in the future. 

There are many other important 
measures that have been included in 
this year’s Defense bill that will not 
pass—that will not even see the light of 
day—on the Senate floor if we fail to 
pass the bill. 

There is the Fentanyl Sanctions Act, 
which is my bipartisan legislation, 
that would crack down on foreign 
criminals—mostly Chinese—who smug-
gle deadly poisons across our border. 
Synthetic opioids kill tens of thou-
sands of Americans every year, and 
that toll will continue to rise if we 
don’t start to bust up the criminal net-
works that originate in China and then 
come through Mexico to poison our 
communities. Let’s pass the Defense 
bill to give law enforcement the tools 
of the Fentanyl Sanctions Act. 

There is also the PCS Act, which is 
my legislation that would help mili-
tary spouses transfer their occupa-
tional licenses across State lines. When 
your husband or your wife is in the 
military, you follow his or her career, 

and if you are a lawyer or a nurse or a 
teacher or any of the other hundreds of 
jobs that require an occupational li-
cense in this country, you face barriers 
to working and putting food on the 
table for your family. This bill would 
allow military spouses to continue to 
pursue their careers uninterrupted, 
which would therefore allow their mili-
tary servicemembers to focus on their 
own missions and not worry about 
their spouses’ jobs. 

There is also our legislation to honor 
the 241 American victims of the Beirut 
marine barracks bombing that was per-
petrated by an Iranian suicide bomber 
36 years ago last month. The Defense 
bill would designate the anniversary of 
that bombing as a national day of re-
membrance and strengthen our resolve 
to fight the terrorist forces that car-
ried it out and that threaten our secu-
rity to this day. 

There is also the opportunity to 
strengthen trade restrictions on 
Huawei by including in the Defense bill 
the Defending America’s 5G Future 
Act. Huawei is the eyes and ears over-
seas of the Communist Party of China, 
so we must deny it access to our sen-
sitive networks and the networks of 
our allies. There are 91 Senators who 
voted to instruct the conference com-
mittee to include that legislation in 
the Defense bill. They still hope it will 
be included, but, first, we will have to 
pass the Defense bill. If we don’t, then 
China’s spy company stands to gain. 

This is far from an exhaustive list of 
the reforms that are or could be in-
cluded in this year’s Defense bill. It is 
just a sample of the many valuable and 
bipartisan measures that are under 
consideration. They also underscore 
the importance of passing the Defense 
bill in the first place. 

Consider the alternative to passing 
the National Defense Authorization 
Act—that being a terrible stopgap 
spending measure that would include 
zero reforms and that would degrade, 
even as we face rising threats from 
China and Russia every day, the fight-
ing capability of our military. A stop-
gap spending measure would freeze de-
fense spending at last year’s levels. 
That is not to say that business would 
go on as usual. No. Inflation would con-
tinue to erode the purchasing power of 
last year’s funding levels, and the mili-
tary would have to tear up and renego-
tiate many of its multiyear contracts 
with defense companies. Renegotiating 
those contracts would cost billions in 
administrative expenses that would 
otherwise go to the pay and benefits of 
our fighting men and women, to a new 
aircraft, to new ships, to new guns, or 
to new munitions. This so-called spend-
ing freeze would, in fact, cost tax-
payers an arm and a leg. 

This is all the more reason for Con-
gress to act, once again, to pass the 
National Defense Authorization Act, as 
we have for 58 years, without being di-
vided by petty, partisan politics. 

I urge my colleagues to put aside 
their partisan objections on issues that 

are really not even related to our mili-
tary. I urge them to make the hard 
compromises necessary in order to pass 
this bill and give our troops what they 
need. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COT-
TON). Without objection, it is so or-
dered. 

Mr. PERDUE. Mr. President, the 
world is more dangerous today than at 
any time in my lifetime. We face five 
threats across five domains: China, 
Russia, Iran, North Korea, and ter-
rorism. The domains have gotten very 
complicated—air, land, sea. Now we 
have to deal with cyber and space. 

But in that background, three times 
over the last 50 years, this government, 
under the leadership of three different 
Presidents, has disinvested its military 
significantly—under President Carter, 
under President Clinton, and indeed 
under President Obama. They cut the 
military by 25 percent at least in each 
one of those administrations. 

The last one was extremely draco-
nian. We saw the impact of that on our 
readiness, the fact that our moderniza-
tion program had been killed, and we 
found ourselves falling behind what we 
ought to now call near-peer competi-
tors. I would say they are peer com-
petitors now. When you look at the 
money China is spending on their mili-
tary, when adjusted for purchasing 
power parity, it is exactly the same as 
we are spending. And they don’t have 
the regulatory overhang and they don’t 
have the legacy costs we have here in 
the United States, so they can get 
things done quicker and cheaper. In the 
meantime, the world continues to be-
come very dangerous. 

Yet here we are in the second month 
of our fiscal year under a continuing 
resolution. As we now are becoming 
educated about, this is devastating our 
military and has been. This is the 187th 
time since the 1974 Budget Act was put 
into place that we have executed a con-
tinuing resolution. It sounds really 
easy. Well, we can’t get agreement on 
how much to spend for the next year, 
so we will just keep spending at the 
same level. Some businesses do that, 
but in this case with the U.S. military, 
it is devastating because it locks them 
into existing programs. 

For example, we did an audit last 
year. It was the first audit in the his-
tory of the United States of the De-
partment of Defense—the third largest 
line item on our expense sheet. We did 
an audit. In that audit was found and 
identified by the Department of De-
fense $4 billion of obsolete programs 
that nobody really wanted to keep and 
continue spending on—$4 billion a year. 
So right now, under this continuing 
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resolution, not only are we not able to 
give a 3.5-percent pay raise—the larg-
est in 10 years—to our military, not 
only are we not able to improve their 
housing, but right now we are obliged 
to keep spending $4 billion a year on 
obsolete programs that the Defense De-
partment doesn’t even want. This is lu-
dicrous. 

Right now, I would say we are in 
gridlock. We had 88 votes here in this 
Senate where we voted to approve the 
National Defense Authorization Act 
several weeks ago—very bipartisan, ne-
gotiating in committee. I was on the 
Armed Services Committee, and we 
took this very seriously. We debated, 
and it was a definite fight, but we 
reached compromise. We reached bipar-
tisan agreement to support and defend 
our military and to make sure they are 
able to do the things they want to do 
to make us competitive and defend our 
country. Yet here we are, 6 weeks into 
this fiscal year, and we still don’t have 
this year funded. We are under a con-
tinuing resolution that devastates the 
military. For six decades—58 years— 
each year we have been able to do that. 
Yet, this year, we can’t seem to come 
to an agreement because the House and 
the Senate can’t get together in con-
ference and agree on exactly what it is 
they want to do. 

That is all window dressing. It is no 
more complicated than this: The 
Democratic brethren in this body and 
in the House simply do not want to 
allow this President to spend another 
dime on building a wall around our 
southern border. 

Let’s put this in perspective. First of 
all, we have seen on this floor just in 
the last 2 hours two different com-
ments: Well, we all know that building 
a border wall doesn’t really work. It 
doesn’t change anything. 

Well, that is absolute propaganda. 
Barack Obama built 135 miles of wall. 
This body approved that. And wherever 
that wall was built, illegal crossings at 
the southern border went down 95 per-
cent. That is not propaganda; that is 
fact. It is another example of the ob-
structionism we have been witnessing 
here since the day this President was 
sworn in. 

On Inauguration Day, January 20, 
2017, the headline of the Washington 
Post was ‘‘The campaign to impeach 
President Trump has begun.’’ Since 
day one, they have been obstructing 
this President. We saw that in the con-
firmation process here. For the first 
time in 230 years, we saw the minority 
party not waive the 30-hour debate rule 
and allow this President to get his 
nominees confirmed. It has been the 
slowest ever. 

So we sit here today not being able 
to build the space force that both sides 
have agreed on. Eighty-eight people in 
this body agreed that we need to go 
ahead and start spending money and 
doing that. We can’t do that. We can’t 
put in the building blocks for the Ad-
vanced Battle Management System, 
which is so important to deal with the 

modern fight. We can’t rebuild our nu-
clear triad, which is in absolutely crit-
ical shape. We can’t seem to get at our 
readiness right now because of the lock 
we have, under this continuing resolu-
tion, on the existing contracts out 
there. As was just mentioned a few 
minutes ago, we have to go in and re-
negotiate all these contracts. 

Last year was the first time we did 
not have a continuing resolution, and 
there was such a sigh of relief inside 
our military because it was the first 
time in a long time—over a decade— 
that they didn’t have that for the first 
quarter of the year. 

This is devastating. It has become 
habit, and we have to stop it. It is abso-
lutely insidious. It is killing our mili-
tary and keeping us from doing the 
things that both sides want to do be-
cause of petty politics. 

We need to modernize our force, and 
we need to do it right now. This NDAA 
allows us to do that. We need to ration-
alize our expenditures to make sure 
that every time we are spending on our 
military, it is exactly what we should 
be spending it on. 

We have a Volunteer Force, and we 
can never take that for granted. We 
have to take care of our people in uni-
form wherever they are in the world. 
That means working on their mental 
health, their physical health, and their 
housing. 

I come from a State that has nine 
military installations. We take na-
tional defense very seriously in Geor-
gia and always have. 

People are concerned that this grid-
lock is endangering our country. It is 
time that we get together, pass this 
NDAA, move on the appropriations 
bill, and get this done. People back 
home are watching, the people in our 
military are watching, and more im-
portantly, our potential adversaries 
are watching. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Nebraska. 
Mrs. FISCHER. Mr. President, I want 

to join my colleagues today and speak 
on the importance of passing the fiscal 
year 2020 Defense authorization bill. 

As others have mentioned, the proc-
ess of negotiating the national defense 
bill is one that has a long history on 
Capitol Hill. For the past 58 years, the 
Congress has found a way to come to-
gether and unite behind a bipartisan 
bill that supports our servicemembers 
and enables the defense of this Nation. 
We must continue this tradition, and 
that means recommitting to the prin-
ciples of bipartisanship and com-
promise upon which it is built. 

Thanks in large part to the hard 
work and the leadership of Chairman 
JIM INHOFE and Ranking Member JACK 
REED and the members of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee, the Senate 
passed an overwhelmingly bipartisan 
version of this year’s National Defense 
Authorization Act. The House of Rep-
resentatives, however, passed a very 
different bill. The conference process is 

ultimately about finding the best solu-
tion that supports our men and women 
in uniform, but we have to be willing 
to compromise and find consensus. We 
cannot resort to political 
brinksmanship. 

As the chairman said last week and 
as some of my colleagues have men-
tioned here today, we are running out 
of time. It is essential that our col-
leagues in the House come to the table 
to pass the fiscal year 2020 NDAA. 

We live in a rapidly changing world 
and unfortunately one that contains a 
growing number of threats and chal-
lenges that our military must face 
head-on. These threats demand that we 
be ready, and our military can effec-
tively confront those threats only if we 
provide our servicemembers with the 
support they need to execute the mis-
sions, defeat the enemies of freedom, 
and safeguard the Nation. 

Providing for the common defense is 
the highest responsibility this body 
has, and that is why it is so essential 
that we pass this legislation in a time-
ly manner. 

As I said before, for 58 years the 
NDAA has been the subject of a bipar-
tisan consensus in Congress despite all 
of our other disagreements. No matter 
what other issues arise, the one area in 
which we must forge agreement is in 
authorizing the resources our men and 
women in uniform need. 

Time and again, we have heard from 
our senior military leaders that their 
greatest obstacle is budget uncertainty 
and unpredictable funding. If we do not 
come together and pass this year’s 
NDAA soon, we are at risk of damaging 
our military capabilities and jeopard-
izing our ability to confront threats 
from China, Russia, and other malign 
actors. 

It is essential that we work swiftly 
to secure an agreement so that we do 
not fail to provide the Department of 
Defense with the predictable funding 
they need. We must do our part and 
honor the service of all our men and 
women in uniform by moving this proc-
ess forward and passing the fiscal year 
2020 National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Carolina. 
Mr. TILLIS. Mr. President, first, I 

want to thank Senator FISCHER for all 
of her work on the Senate Armed Serv-
ices Committee and in so many other 
areas. I am here to talk about the same 
subject, the National Defense Author-
ization Act. 

It may be difficult to understand the 
difference between appropriating and 
authorizing. We have two different 
sorts of committees here. One focuses 
on the resources funding their use, but 
they can’t be used unless they are au-
thorized. So every year for 58 years, we 
have come into the committee, we 
have heard differing opinions on prior-
ities, but at the end of the day, the 
amazing thing about the Senate Armed 
Services Committee when it comes to 
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the National Defense Authorization 
Act is that we always reach a bipar-
tisan agreement. It passed out of the 
Senate Armed Services Committee 
with I believe unanimous support, and 
then it got passed out of the Senate. 

Normally, this happens in the June 
timeframe, maybe the July timeframe. 
Now here we are in November. Not only 
have we not passed the National De-
fense Authorization Act, but we are at 
risk of not passing anything. Now what 
we are hearing about is a so-called 
skinny bill that would just be the basic 
authorities while we are leaving every-
thing else on the table. 

I am going to talk a little bit about 
the Personnel Subcommittee, which I 
chair, but what do authorities mean? It 
means research on new weapons sys-
tems. It means research for men and 
women in a dangerous situation to 
make sure the best possible technology 
and training is available to make it as 
safe as it can be in an unsafe environ-
ment. There are hundreds of authoriza-
tions in the National Defense Author-
ization Act that are at risk of sliding 
another year for the first time in 58 
years. 

Now what I want to talk about is 
what is at stake if we can’t reach an 
agreement with Speaker PELOSI spe-
cifically in the Personnel Sub-
committee. 

I actually requested the Personnel 
Subcommittee because I wanted to 
focus on the business of the Depart-
ment of Defense, and I wanted to focus 
on military families and on the sol-
diers’ health and safety. 

If we do not pass provisions that 
passed out of my subcommittee and 
that are in the National Defense Au-
thorization Act that passed out of the 
Senate, here is what is at stake: 

There is a pay raise for every soldier, 
sailor, and marine—a 3.1-percent pay 
raise that they could lose this year as 
a result of not gaining agreement. 

We have a lot of provisions in there 
for military housing. I am from North 
Carolina, and we have two very large 
installations in North Carolina—Fort 
Bragg, the home of the Global Re-
sponse Force, and Camp Lejeune, home 
to a bigger population of marines than 
any military installation in the world. 

They are in housing today that needs 
to be outfitted. They are in housing 
that, quite honestly, is unsafe. This 
National Defense Authorization Act 
makes progress to make sure that the 
families that are housed on bases are in 
safe, clean settings, and quite honestly, 
in some cases, they are not today, 
which is why we have bipartisan sup-
port for the provisions we put into our 
subcommittee mark. 

Another thing that we are working 
on—it is very difficult for one who 
doesn’t come from a military back-
ground to understand how challenging 
it is for a spouse to get a job for the 
brief period of time that they may be 
in one military installation or another. 
This mark has provisions in it to make 
sure that military spouses get employ-

ment opportunities as quickly as pos-
sible and to cut through a lot of the red 
tape that they are dealing with today. 
That provision is at risk. 

We have also taken major steps and 
tried to prevent or reduce military sex-
ual assault. Provisions in this bill, I 
am convinced, because they were voted 
out on a bipartisan basis, are at risk 
because we can’t seem to get agree-
ment with Speaker PELOSI’s House. 

Another very important area is in 
places like North Carolina. In North 
Carolina, Camp Lejeune alone experi-
enced over $3.5 billion in damages as 
the result of the most recent hurri-
cane, and Fort Bragg is still trying to 
recover from a hurricane that hap-
pened about 2 and a half years ago. 
There are authorities in there to make 
sure that we can rebuild these facili-
ties. Military housing, as well as of-
fices and other training facilities at 
Camp Lejeune, could slip another year 
if we allow what I think right now is 
the impasse between the House and the 
Senate to move forward. 

These are all very, very important 
provisions in the National Defense Au-
thorization Act. These are all provi-
sions that got bipartisan support from 
this body. If you all have been watch-
ing Congress, you know that we can 
have our disagreements. There are cer-
tain things that we just simply aren’t 
going to see eye to eye on, but we see 
eye to eye on the National Defense Au-
thorization Act. That is why I do not 
understand how the House would not 
come to the table and pass something 
that we have successfully passed for 
every year of my life. 

I am 59 years old. This could be the 
first time in 58 years that we run the 
risk of not showing the respect that I 
think the men and women in the mili-
tary, in uniform, deserve, to give them 
the authority to be trained properly, to 
not run the risk of working with old 
authorities that could diminish train-
ing and readiness and capabilities. This 
is about these folks that have sworn to 
defend the Constitution and our free-
dom, and we can’t take the time to 
bridge the gap and eliminate the other 
reasons that divide us and at least 
come together on something for 58 
years we have seen our way clear to 
passing and making progress, for men 
and women in uniform, for soldiers, 
sailors, and marines and for their fami-
lies. 

So I am for the Speaker of the House 
and the Members of the House to come 
to terms and pass what we have done 
successfully for decades. We owe it to 
the men and women in uniform, and we 
owe it to every American to under-
stand what is at stake if we all of a 
sudden slide for a year while our adver-
saries continue to gain ground. 

I hope that my colleagues will con-
tinue to come together and pass this 
bipartisan legislation. It is within 
reach and absolutely an expectation, I 
think, of every Member of Congress to 
show our men and women in uniform 
respect by doing our job. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk proceeded to 

call the roll. 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the 
quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NOMINATION OF STEVEN J. MENASHI 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 

am here to speak on the confirmation 
of Steven Menashi to be a judge on the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit. We have grown accus-
tomed to the violations of norms 
around here, kind of a dumbing down of 
the institution. So by all of those 
standards, I would ordinarily be oppos-
ing Mr. Menashi. 

We have disposed of the blue slip con-
vention for Circuit Court nominees. I 
just warn my colleagues, again, that 
there is a price to be paid for that. The 
blue slip for Circuit Court nominees is 
the thing that connects a Circuit Court 
nominee to a particular State so that 
an Arkansas judge on the Circuit Court 
of Appeals or the Rhode Island judge on 
our Circuit Court of Appeals or the 
Montana judge on their Circuit Court 
of Appeals only is the Arkansas judge 
or the Rhode Island judge or the Mon-
tana judge because we honor that blue 
slip. 

In another Presidency, when the shoe 
is on the other foot, I don’t want to 
hear any of my colleagues who have 
thrown this Circuit Court blue slip out 
complain when somebody who is not 
even from their State gets appointed to 
the so-called State seat on the Circuit 
Court. 

In addition, we have dealt with a lot 
of unqualified candidates. I think this 
administration has set the record for 
ABA-designated unqualified can-
didates. This guy has never tried a 
case, never taken a deposition. He ef-
fectively has not practiced law. When 
he has tried to practice law, it has been 
a disaster. He has been the counsel for 
the Department of Education and man-
aged to have various programs that he 
advised on all thrown out in court and 
his Secretary held in contempt—so not 
a guy who, when you get a mere legal 
decision, comes up with a real winning 
record. 

Moreover, he refused, extremely arro-
gantly, to answer really basic ques-
tions, even to the point of frustrating 
Republican members of the committee 
when he was a witness before us, and 
has refused to answer related questions 
for the record as well. 

So, for all of those reasons, this is a 
pretty undesirable candidate for the 
Federal bench, but it gets way, way 
worse. If you look at what Mr. Menashi 
has said over the years, it is quite an 
astonishing window into his mind. 
With respect to affirmative action, he 
has compared universities—I am 
quoting him here—he has compared 
universities cataloging students ac-
cording to race on college applications 
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and official documents, which you ob-
viously do as part of any affirmative 
action program, he has compared that 
to the Nuremberg laws. 

If you look at the issue of sexual vio-
lence, he has made fun of Take Back 
the Night marches and described 
women who are active and concerned 
about sexual violence as—his words 
here—‘‘campus gynocentrics’’—maybe 
he pronounced it gynocentrics, I do not 
know—campus gynocentrics. When you 
are talking about sexual violence, that 
is not just a normal word to use. When 
you are talking about affirmative ac-
tion, reference to Nazi Nuremberg laws 
is just not normal. 

He has argued that gun regulations 
are ‘‘pointless’’—I am quoting him 
here—‘‘pointless and self-defeating be-
cause guns reduce crime.’’ Really? Ask 
the victims of the firearms massacres 
happening at such a horrifying rate in 
this country how guns reduce crime. 

With respect to the rights that have 
been enshrined in our Constitution and 
recognized in Roe v. Wade, giving 
women the right, to some degree, of 
self-determination about when to have 
children, he described the rights codi-
fied in Roe v. Wade—I quote him here— 
as ‘‘radical abortion rights advocated 
by campus feminists.’’ Good luck, on 
an issue related to a woman’s right to 
choose, getting a fair hearing from this 
character once he is enrobed. 

He mocked the gay rights group 
Human Rights Campaign, which he 
said incessantly exploited the slaying 
of Matthew Shepard for both financial 
and political benefit. We engage in 
some pretty acid rhetoric around here, 
but about a young man who was mur-
dered about being gay, that is just ap-
palling. If you are in his court on an 
issue in which the rights of LGBT folks 
are involved, there is almost no way 
that you could believe that a judge 
that has thought or said anything as 
vile as that could ever give you a fair 
hearing. 

With respect to the question of diver-
sity, which many of us consider to be 
one of America’s greatest traits, social 
scientists, he said, have found that 
greater ethnic heterogeneity, i.e., so-
cial diversity, is associated with lower 
social trust. Ethnically heterogenetic 
societies exhibit less political and civic 
engagement, less effective government 
institutions, and fewer public goods. 

First of all, I don’t think that is true. 
I don’t think that stands to scrutiny. 
But, second of all, it is just kind of a 
creepy thing to be saying, that we 
would be a better country if we mar-
shaled ourselves together into our eth-
nic enclaves, which ‘‘provide the 
groundwork for social trust and polit-
ical solidarity’’—not in my world, not 
in Rhode Island. That is not the way 
we work. I don’t think that is the way 
America works. 

So whether you are looking at diver-
sity, whether you are looking at gay 
rights, whether you are looking at a 
woman’s right to choose, whether you 
are looking at safe regulation of guns, 

whether you are looking at sexual vio-
lence against women, whether you are 
looking at affirmative action in col-
leges, you can find something truly 
creepy that this individual has said. 
That, on top of all the other disquali-
fying factors, makes him perhaps the 
worst candidate that Donald Trump 
has tried to put on the Federal bench— 
by the way, that is in a crop of doozies. 

The problem here is that people are 
going to come into these courts and 
they are going to have a feeling that no 
American litigant should have and that 
is that I have got a judge who is pre-
disposed against me, that it doesn’t 
matter what my cause is. It matters 
who I am. 

And, sadly, I don’t think this is the 
bug in these Trump judicial appoint-
ments; I think this is the feature. I 
think it is the intention of the dark 
money fueled apparatus that has got 
this assembly line of unusual and pecu-
liar judges cranked on to our courts to 
actually make sure that our courts are 
more likely to rule for certain people 
than others, that they are more likely 
to rule for polluters, that they are 
more likely to rule for gun companies, 
that they are more likely to rule for 
dark money political operators. 

There are essentially, at this point, 
with this nominee to a Circuit Court of 
Appeals, no standards left—no stand-
ards left. I can’t imagine anybody 
much worse. 

It is a sad day. 
With that, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs. 

BLACKBURN). The Senator from Kansas. 
S. 2330 

Mr. MORAN. Madam President, 
today in the Commerce Committee, 
following an in-depth 18-month inves-
tigation to examine cultural and sys-
temic issues regarding abuse in the 
Olympic movement, Senator 
BLUMENTHAL and I introduced bipar-
tisan legislation, the Empowering 
Olympic and Amateur Athletes Act of 
2019. It was accompanied by an inves-
tigative report, findings, and, rec-
ommendations. I am pleased that the 
Commerce Committee approved that 
legislation today. This marks a signifi-
cant step forward to improving the pro-
tections and representations provided 
to our amateur athletes. 

The subcommittee that I chair exer-
cises jurisdiction over the U.S. Olym-
pic Committee and amateur sports at 
large, and I remain fully committed to 
ensuring the health and safety of all 
American athletes. Our Empowering 
Olympic and Amateur Athletes Act 
would enact reforms to the U.S. Olym-
pic system by strengthening legal li-
ability and accountability mecha-
nisms, restoring a culture of putting 
athletes first, and fortifying the inde-
pendence and capacity of the U.S. Cen-
ter for Safe Sports. 

Our investigation, which led to the 
foundation of the provisions in this 
bill, included four subcommittee hear-
ings, interviews with Olympic athletes 
and survivors, and the retrieval of 

70,000 pages of documents. This was 
also made possible by the supportive 
leadership of the committee—the 
chairman and ranking member, Sen-
ator WICKER and Senator CANTWELL— 
and the contributions of the committee 
staff, including the contributions of my 
staff and those of former Chairman 
THUNE and Ranking Member NELSON. 

Also, I want to take this moment to 
thank Mr. GRASSLEY, the Senator from 
Iowa and the chairman now of the Fi-
nance Committee. For a portion of the 
time we were dealing with this issue, 
he was the chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee. He, too, made contribu-
tions to our legislation, and his contin-
ued leadership on this issue in general 
has helped to move this bill forward 
and out of the committee today. 

During our investigation, Senator 
GRASSLEY indicated an interest in 
working together to protect amateur 
athletes. After we introduced the legis-
lation, I am pleased we were able to in-
clude provisions from his legislation 
that was just introduced yesterday 
here in the Senate. Specifically, the 
substitute amendment included fund-
ing accountability language for safe 
sports, clarification on mandatory re-
porting parties related to child abuse, 
and new reporting requirements to im-
prove transparency. Senator GRASSLEY 
was also successful in working with 
Senator PETERS to include whistle-
blower protection language in the bill 
during today’s markup. 

Again, I thank Senator GRASSLEY for 
his leadership and commitment to the 
health and safety of our amateur ath-
letes. 

Additionally, there were thoughtful 
contributions to our legislation—most 
recently, in the form of our substitute 
amendment—from other members of 
the Commerce Committee, including 
Senator GARDNER of Colorado. 

I also thank my colleague Senator 
BLUMENTHAL, the ranking member of 
the subcommittee, for his steadfast and 
ongoing support and leadership that he 
has shown throughout this long proc-
ess. 

This investigation and legislative 
process started out as a bipartisan ef-
fort to provide substantive policy pro-
tections to amateur athletes and has 
remained as such. That bipartisanship 
has continued and will continue to be 
prioritized as we push for timely con-
sideration of this legislation on the 
Senate floor. 

Finally, I would be remiss not to ex-
press my sincere and humble thanks to 
the survivors for their bravery in guid-
ing our policymaking with their testi-
monies and ongoing input throughout 
the process. Their willingness to re-
count and relive their traumatic expe-
riences played a vital role in informing 
Congress as it seeks to address key re-
porting, governance, and resource 
issues within the Olympic system. This 
critical legislation would not have hap-
pened without their active involve-
ment. 

I will never forget the question that 
was asked of me by one of the survivors 
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as we were gathered together in the 
Russell Senate Office Building. The 
question was this: Why was there more 
than one? It is a question we would al-
ways hope to answer. There should 
never be a victim or survivor of sexual 
abuse. And if there is one, there should 
never be a second. 

The sad thing about this cir-
cumstance in which we found ourselves 
and in which the athletes found them-
selves was that not only was there one, 
but there were many more. We should 
be able to take that call—why was 
there ever more than one?—and make 
certain that we do everything to keep 
it from ever happening again. 

I thank my colleagues in the Com-
merce Committee for their support on 
this critical legislation. I look forward 
to working with the leader and my 
Senate colleagues as we push to enact 
these necessary reforms. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Montana. 
Mr. TESTER. Madam President, be-

fore I get into my comments on Agent 
Orange, I just want to thank Senator 
MORAN and Senator BLUMENTHAL for 
leading the charge on making sure that 
our Olympic athletes are protected. 
There are some who say that govern-
ment has no business in this realm; I 
couldn’t disagree with them more. The 
fact is, this is a wrong that I think 
Senator MORAN and Senator 
BLUMENTHAL have tried to right. I just 
want to thank them for their leader-
ship. 

Mr. MORAN. I thank the Senator. 
AGENT ORANGE 

Mr. TESTER. Madam President, I 
stand here today because the Trump 
administration continues to turn its 
back on our Nation’s veterans, many 
who are suffering from illnesses relat-
ing to Agent Orange. 

Agent Orange is a very toxic defo-
liant that was used in Vietnam. Every-
body who was there was exposed to it 
because it was used in such great vol-
ume. 

By denying eligibility to the folks 
who have suffered from that exposure 
the benefits and care they need, they 
are not doing right by our veterans. 
The fact is, there is no logical reason 
behind it except for the fact that they 
don’t want to pay for it. They don’t 
think the exposure to these toxic 
chemicals in Vietnam are a cost of war. 
Well, they are. 

Today, we are telling Acting Chief of 
Staff and Acting Office of Management 
and Budget Director Mick Mulvaney 
and other White House officials to do 
their jobs and make sure these vet-
erans are taken care of. 

It is time for this White House to do 
right by the 83,000 veterans—that is 
83,000—who are currently suffering and 
dying from significant health condi-
tions associated with Agent Orange ex-
posure. This administration—the 
Trump administration—needs to stop 
ignoring the overwhelming scientific 
evidence put forth by medical experts, 
scientists, and veterans. 

Internal documents obtained by a 
veteran through the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act revealed that in 2017 Presi-
dent Trump’s first VA Secretary, Dr. 
David Shulkin, tried to do right by 
these veterans. At that time, the VA 
proposed to expand the list of presump-
tive health conditions associated with 
this toxic herbicide to include bladder 
cancer, Parkinson’s-like symptoms, 
and hypothyroidism so that these vet-
erans could become eligible for the 
benefits they earned if they had these 
conditions, but Mick Mulvaney and the 
White House objected. They didn’t 
want to spend the money. They said 
they wanted more studies—studies that 
would have effectively run out the 
clock as more and more of these vet-
erans suffered and died. 

Since then, the National Academy of 
Medicine found evidence that hyper-
tension has even greater evidence of as-
sociation to Agent Orange exposure 
than the conditions Dr. Shulkin at-
tempted to address. Yet the White 
House still refuses to take care of these 
veterans. They refuse to expand the 
list to include these four conditions: 
parkinsonism, bladder cancer, hyper-
tension, and hypothyroidism. 

More have suffered and more have 
died. These are Vietnam veterans who 
are in their sixties, seventies, and 
eighties. But this administration—the 
same folks who are quick to beg for 
nearly $20 billion for an ineffective bor-
der wall that Mexico was supposed to 
pay for and who are happy to put a $1.5 
trillion tax bill on the government’s 
credit card—refuses to recognize that 
this is a cost of war and that they need 
to do right by the Vietnam veterans— 
veterans who have already waited dec-
ades for the benefits and the care they 
desperately need. 

It is pretty simple. Do the right 
thing. If you claim to be an advocate 
for the veterans, no more excuses and 
end the wait for these veterans and 
their families. These veterans and their 
families have already sacrificed great-
ly, and they should not be forced to 
wait 1 minute longer. This issue needs 
to be dealt with, and it needs to be 
dealt with today. 

I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk proceeded to call the 

roll. 
Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

NATIONAL HOMELESS CHILDREN AND YOUTH 
AWARENESS MONTH 

Mr. MANCHIN. Madam President, I 
rise today to talk about a resolution 
that I have introduced with my fellow 
Senator from Maine, SUSAN COLLINS, 
and 11 other fellow Senators from both 
sides of the aisle—truly bipartisan—to 
designate November 2019 as National 
Homeless Children and Youth Aware-
ness Month. 

Specifically, this resolution high-
lights the issue of children and youth 
homelessness and supports the efforts 
of businesses, organizations, educators, 
and volunteers who are dedicated to 
meeting the needs of homeless children 
and youth. 

In the 2016-to-2017 school year, there 
were 1.3 million children and youth—I 
repeat, 1.3 million children and youth— 
who experienced homelessness in the 
United States. 

In West Virginia alone, our schools 
have identified more than 10,500 stu-
dents experiencing homelessness. This 
is simply unacceptable, and we must do 
more to support our future genera-
tions. That is why I am a firm believer 
that there are five promises—five 
promises—we, as adults, should make 
to every child. 

No. 1 is every child must have an un-
conditionally loving and caring adult 
in their life. That is the first. Every 
child must know that someone loves 
them unconditionally. No matter what 
you do and no matter what mistakes 
you make, at the end of the day, that 
person loves you. It could be your mom 
or dad; it could be a grandma or 
grandpa; it could be an aunt or uncle; 
or it could be a neighbor, someone who 
knows they have your back no matter 
what. 

No. 2 is every child must have a safe 
place to call home where harm cannot 
enter. I would hope it is the home they 
live in. Sometimes it is not always the 
case. Sometimes it might be a school. 
It might be an after-school program. It 
could be a church. It could be a neigh-
bor’s home. Every child growing up has 
to have somewhere safe in their life 
where harm cannot enter and they are 
protected. 

No. 3 is every child must have a 
healthy start and access to a nutri-
tious diet. I think that is why you have 
seen in our school systems that we 
have expanded our nutrition programs 
from breakfasts to lunches. When I 
went to school way back when in rural 
areas, we had no cafeterias and no 
lunches, but for some reason, I could 
always tell when my mom or other par-
ents had put an extra sandwich in the 
lunch pail knowing that we couldn’t 
eat it but somebody could. There were 
always those who kind of stepped in 
and helped others. 

Now we have that. Every child has to 
have a healthy start and access to a 
nutritious diet if they are going to 
grow and be engaged and, basically, be 
productive. 

No. 4 is every child should be taught 
a livable skill so that they can make 
their own way through life. Primary 
and secondary education is free in 
America. It makes us different from 
every other country in the world. We 
commit to every child that they can 
get an education to be literate—every 
child. That is why education should be 
held to a higher standard to make sure 
that they have a skill set. 

There should be no child graduating 
from high school who is not ready to 
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work or ready to learn more. We should 
be able to identify in 7th, 8th, or 9th 
grade what their interests are going to 
be, whether they are going to be skill- 
set driven or whether they are going to 
be academically driven. Both are need-
ed, and we should not make them feel 
like failures if they don’t go to college 
because a lot of people aren’t desiring 
to go to college. A lot of them want to 
work with their hands. They want the 
skill sets; they have that ability, and 
we should identify that very early. 

No. 5 is the hardest promise because 
you cannot teach it. You can’t teach 
this promise that you should keep to 
every child—that that child should 
grow to be a loving, caring adult and 
give something back. They can learn 
that fifth one only by how you conduct 
your life, how that special adult in 
their life—mom, dad, aunt, uncle, cous-
in, neighbor, after-hours group, 
school—someone in their life has given 
them hope: Hey, I can be that person; I 
can give something back; and I can 
help somebody like me. 

Those are the five promises. If we 
can’t keep those, then God help us all. 
We owe that to every generation. To 
have one child homeless in this coun-
try is wrong. Homelessness means you 
have no stability; you have no func-
tional family; and you have no biologi-
cal mom or dad to go home to. You are 
either couch surfing or basically living 
with another relative—whatever it 
may be—and this is something we have 
to intervene in and make sure we can 
correct. 

We must keep these promises to our 
children so that our future generations 
will grow up to be the best they pos-
sibly can and meet all their expecta-
tions. We expect our children and 
youth to care about their education, 
but if they don’t have a roof over their 
head or a place to sleep, if they don’t 
have adequate nutrition and meals, 
they can’t focus on learning as they 
should be able to. 

I heard one child say: I am just try-
ing to survive. I am just trying to 
make it through the day and survive. I 
would love to get the education you 
want me to get, but when it becomes 
basically survival tactics or edu-
cational tactics, survival will kick in 
first. 

That is what they are dealing with. 
This crisis is affecting not just these 
students in their homes, but it affects 
their school life, too, and we must do 
better to ensure that they can learn 
and give back to their communities. 

Speaking of doing more, there is a lot 
of great work being done in my State 
of West Virginia and nationally and, I 
am sure, in all the States. One wonder-
ful example is the Children’s Home So-
ciety in West Virginia. I know they are 
watching and are gathered for their an-
nual conference today. I want to thank 
them for the incredible work they have 
been doing. They have been strong 
leaders in helping children and families 
who experience homelessness in West 
Virginia. We truly appreciate their 

leadership on this issue in our State 
and hope that their work can be used 
as a standard for the other States to 
combat this issue. 

Recently, I visited South Charleston 
Middle School to see the work they are 
doing to address the child and youth 
homelessness crisis facing our State 
from the perspective of a student’s life, 
much of which is spent at school. They 
use Federal funding to help correctly 
identify students who are homeless so 
that they can provide services to those 
who need them. 

I hope my resolution will help raise 
awareness on this issue so that more 
schools can use the funds available to 
support the students who are experi-
encing homelessness. In West Virginia, 
the child and youth homelessness crisis 
is intensified by the opioid crisis that 
has ravaged our State. The lasting ef-
fects of the epidemic on our children 
and future generations are terrible, 
from the increase in children and 
youth homelessness to a rise in youth 
substance use disorder. 

This crisis will continue to affect 
communities like those all across West 
Virginia for decades to come, which is 
why we must begin to combat and ad-
dress issues like child and youth home-
lessness now. 

In the middle of this crisis, there are 
success stories, too, like Hannah’s. 
Hannah’s parents could not care for her 
because of substance use issues, so she 
went to live with a family friend, who 
subsequently removed all support. A 
high school counselor referred Hannah 
to the Youth Services System Transi-
tional Living Program, which helped 
her finish high school and go on to col-
lege. She is a recipient of the YSS Ron-
ald Mulholland Futures Scholarship 
and attends West Virginia University, 
where she is now a junior studying 
chemistry. Last summer, she com-
pleted an internship in Tennessee. 

The Youth Services System is a won-
derful national organization that 
works to provide shelter for children 
and youth across America. Organiza-
tions like the Youth Services System 
and the Children’s Home Society de-
serve recognition for their incredible 
work because, without them, success 
stories like Hannah’s and so many oth-
ers wouldn’t even exist. This is why we 
must raise awareness of this issue so 
that we can support the wonderful 
work being done across the United 
States every day. 

I am so proud to be here today to ad-
vocate for those 1.3 million children 
and youth across our Nation who need 
our help and deserve our help. We must 
do better for them, and I believe 
strongly that this resolution is the be-
ginning to work toward solving this 
major crisis our Nation has with broad 
bipartisan support. If there is one thing 
that brings us together, it is the chil-
dren. It is not a Democrat or Repub-
lican problem. It is a problem for all of 
us. It is an American problem, and we 
have to face it. 

With the support of 23 national orga-
nizations, I hope this resolution will 

pass quickly. I look forward to working 
with my colleagues who have signed on 
to this resolution and those on both 
sides of the aisle to bring us back to-
gether to combat child and youth 
homelessness. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Louisiana. 
5G TECHNOLOGY 

Mr. KENNEDY. Madam President, I 
will talk for a few minutes today about 
5G technology and taxpayer money. We 
have all heard the term ‘‘5G.’’ 5G 
stands for fifth generation—fifth gen-
eration technology. In short, what 5G 
means is incredibly fast data trans-
mission—data going from my cell 
phone to the President’s cell phone, my 
internet to your internet, and the abil-
ity to connect a lot of different devices 
at the same time. 

Through 5G technology, which is 
wireless technology, we will be able not 
only to transmit data very quickly, but 
we will also be able to transmit huge 
amounts of data—almost breathtaking 
amounts—and it is going to have a 
huge impact on American society. It is 
going to have a huge impact on the 
world. 

In some respects, it is going to 
change the world. If technology has 
changed the world thus far—and indeed 
it has; among other things, it has made 
the world smaller—5G is going to 
change it even more. For example, you 
will be able to use your smartphone to 
open your garage door. You will be able 
to use your smartphone and be a mile 
away but turn on your coffee maker. 
We will be able to do surgery by inter-
net. Surgeons will be able to be in one 
place 1,000 miles away from a patient, 
and that surgeon, through robotics and 
other means, will be able to transmit 
the data to operate on that patient. 

Driverless cars are going to change 
the world dramatically—not only the 
way we get around. It is going to 
change our need for roads; it is going 
to change our tax base; and it is going 
to change the insurance market. 

5G is going to allow farmers to be 
prewarned about encroaching diseases. 
Farmers will not have to wait to see 
their crops attacked by certain dis-
eases; through 5G technology, they will 
be able to know and predict that those 
diseases are coming. It is going to help 
us feed the world. 

5G technology is going to allow our 
young people to have virtual appren-
ticeships. If you are a young woman or 
a young man and you are right out of 
school and you are offered an appren-
ticeship or an internship, let’s say in 
San Francisco, and you are living in 
Duluth—say you are a student and you 
say ‘‘I don’t have the money to move 
to San Francisco, and I don’t have the 
money to live in San Francisco,’’ you 
will be able to do an internship 
through technology. 

It is going to be 100 times faster. In 
terms of the amount of data, I don’t 
know how to quantify that, but it is 
going to have an extraordinary impact 
on wireless technology. 
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What are we talking about here? 

When my phone calls the President’s 
phone, what are we talking about? 
Really, we are just talking about radio 
waves. We are talking about radio 
waves. A radio wave is nothing more 
than electromagnetic radiation. I don’t 
want to get off the subject here. When 
my phone talks to the President’s 
phone, we are just sending radio waves 
through the air. Sometimes you might 
have heard that referred to as a spec-
trum. That is basically how a cell 
phone and the internet works, except 
with 5G, the speed with which that 
data is transmitted and the amount of 
data will be substantially larger. 

Who owns those radio waves and the 
air through which those radio waves 
travel? According to Federal law—the 
Federal Communications Act of 1934— 
we do. We all do. The American people 
do. 

The Federal Government, through 
the Federal Communications Commis-
sion and other agencies, including but 
not limited to Congress, regulates 
those radio waves going through the 
air, which we call spectrum, but those 
radio waves and the air through which 
they pass are owned by the American 
people. Just like a national park, just 
like the oil and gas offshore in Federal 
waters, just like the Rocky Mountains, 
they are owned by us, the American 
people. 

Now there are certain types of radio 
waves that are owned by the American 
people that are perfect for 5G tech-
nology. These radio waves and this 
spectrum, if you will—I will use the 
term ‘‘spectrum,’’ but remember, I am 
just referring to radio waves moving 
through the air. This particular spec-
trum that is perfect for 5G technology 
is called the C-band. I don’t know why 
they call it that, but that is what they 
call it. It is between 3.7 gigahertz and 
4.2 gigahertz. Don’t worry about what 
that means; just know that this part of 
the overall spectrum is perfect for 5G. 
It is perfect because it strikes a bal-
ance between coverage and capacity. 
And this C-band, if you will, is not too 
hot, not too cold. It is just right for 5G. 
It is critical to our development of 5G 
technology. 

Since the American people own this 
C-band and since many of our wireless 
companies want to develop and offer 5G 
technology to the American people, 
given those facts, the FCC is going to 
play an integral part. The FCC licenses 
spectrum to companies that want to 
use it. In other words, if you are a wire-
less company and you want to use a 
portion of the spectrum—the radio 
waves going through the air that are 
owned by the American people—you go 
to the FCC and say: I want to license 
that spectrum, and I want to pay for it. 

By law—not by custom; by law—the 
FCC says: OK. To be fair, we are going 
to hold an auction, and everybody who 
wants to bid on this portion of the 
spectrum can submit a bid. 

In the last 25 years, the FCC has done 
an extraordinary job, by the way, of 

getting spectrum out to the private 
sector and getting the American tax-
payer paid for its property interest. In 
the last 25 years, the FCC has con-
ducted over 100 of these auctions. The 
FCC has brought in $123 billion for the 
American people—billion. That is nine 
zeros. I have met with folks at the FCC 
who handle the public auctions. They 
are incredibly experienced. They know 
what they are doing. 

Let me get back to the C-band. When 
we left off, we were talking about the 
C-band being perfect for 5G. We have a 
lot of wireless companies that want to 
lease it, if you will—want to license 
it—and the FCC is there in the middle. 
You would expect that what we would 
do in this instance is what we always 
do—we hold a public auction. 

It has been estimated that if we hold 
a public auction, if the FCC holds a 
public auction and tells all the wireless 
companies that want to bid to come on 
down and bid, it will bring in $60 billion 
for the American people—$60 billion. 
Do you know what we could do with $60 
billion? With $60 billion, we could put 1 
million kids through college for all 4 
years. With $60 billion, we could hire 1 
million new cops for a year. With $60 
billion, we could build 7,000 miles of 
interstate. With $60 billion, we could 
make sure that broadband reaches 
every crevice and corner of America 
because right now it doesn’t. 

If you are in a rural area right now— 
I don’t want to overstate my case, but 
in many instances, if you are in a rural 
area, you don’t have the same 
broadband both in terms of reach and 
coverage and speed that people have in 
a large city, and that is true even be-
fore we get to 5G. 

We could even give the money back 
to people. We have 140 million tax-
payers in America. If we gave $60 bil-
lion back to 140 million taxpayers, that 
is about $430 for every taxpayer in 
America. I am not suggesting we do 
that. That is above my pay grade, mak-
ing that decision. For a lot of people, 
$430 isn’t that much money, but I have 
a lot of friends who would say $430 is a 
lot of money. 

But in the middle of what I just de-
scribed, we have a hair on the biscuit. 
We have three companies—and I am 
not disparaging them. Two of them are 
headquartered in Luxembourg, and one 
is out of Canada. They are foreign sat-
ellite companies. They have gone to 
the FCC and they have said: Look, we 
are going to make you a deal. We know 
we need to get this 5G, this C-band 
spectrum, into the market as quickly 
as possible. We will do the auction for 
you. 

It doesn’t matter that the FCC has 
already done 100 auctions and brought 
in $123 billion. These three foreign 
companies have gone to the FCC and 
said: Let us do the auction for you be-
cause we can do it better and quicker 
even though we have never done a pub-
lic auction. 

Then they told the FCC: By the way, 
we want to keep the money. We can do 

it faster than you, FCC. Even though 
you have done 100-plus auctions and we 
have never done one, just trust us. We 
can do it faster than you, and we want 
you to give us the spectrum and let us 
keep the $60 billion. 

The FCC is considering doing it. 
My State has a lot of oil and gas. The 

Federal Government—the American 
taxpayer—owns the seabed of much of 
the Gulf of Mexico. Periodically, on be-
half of the American people, the Fed-
eral Government leases that seabed to 
oil and gas companies to explore for oil 
and gas. When the Federal Government 
leases the land, the Federal Govern-
ment takes an upfront cash payment 
and a portion of any oil and gas that is 
found. 

Can you imagine what would happen 
if I went to the Federal Government 
and said: Even though I have never 
done an oil and gas auction, I can do it 
faster than the Federal Government 
even though the Federal Government 
has done thousands of them. So I want 
you to give me all the minerals in the 
gulf and let me do the auction and keep 
the money. 

Can you imagine the reaction if I ap-
proached the Federal Government? The 
people in charge of those oil and gas 
leases would do one of two things. I 
would end up in either handcuffs or a 
straitjacket. But that is what is being 
proposed here, and for the life of me, I 
do not understand why the FCC is tak-
ing this seriously. 

An article just came out a couple of 
days ago. I will read the first sentence 
of it. It came out of a periodical called 
Market Watch on November 11, just a 
few days ago. 

It starts: ‘‘A big step in the U.S. de-
ployment of 5G wireless could take 
place by year’s end as the Federal Com-
munications Commission is expected to 
back a plan from the satellite industry 
for auctioning off radio spectrum.’’ 

They called a couple of investment 
bankers. One investment bank group is 
called Height Capital Markets, and an-
other one is called Beacon Policy Advi-
sors. I don’t know where they are get-
ting their information, but they are 
saying that the FCC has already agreed 
not to do a public auction but to let 
these foreign companies have the spec-
trum and get the $60 billion. 

The article goes on to explain that 
these three companies—these three for-
eign companies, the two Luxembourg 
companies and the Canadian com-
pany—spent $515,000 lobbying regu-
lators and lawmakers on its auction 
plan. 

Then I go back and I look at another 
article that came out not too long ago, 
and it talks about one FCC Commis-
sioner. It sounds like he is already 
sold. He was asked about the idea of 
just giving the spectrum to these for-
eign companies and letting them keep 
the money. 

Here is what he said: ‘‘Most of the 
criticism of what is known as the CBA 
proposal’’—that is the proposal by the 
private companies—‘‘shows a lack of 
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understanding of how the Internal 
Commission works. . . . [D]on’t let 
anyone try to lecture me on the com-
mission’s . . . efficiency and timeli-
ness. 

This Commissioner goes on to say: 
If someone or some entities make a profit 

for being at the right place at the right time, 
I will live with that outcome. In the grand 
scheme of things, if it is a contest between 
speed and government trying to extract a 
significant piece of the transaction through 
a lengthy process, I’ll take the speedy reso-
lution.’’ 

Are you kidding me? What planet did 
he just parachute in from? This is a 
current member of the FCC. Somebody 
needs to tell him about the President’s 
Executive order, right here: ‘‘Buy 
American and Hire American.’’ It 
doesn’t say ‘‘hire Luxembourg compa-
nies.’’ I have nothing against Luxem-
bourg companies; I just prefer Amer-
ican companies. It doesn’t say ‘‘buy Ca-
nadian companies and hire Canadian.’’ 

I can tell you what is going to hap-
pen if the FCC does this. First of all, 
the American people are going to lose 
$60 billion. No. 2, they are going to get 
sued. They say they can do it faster— 
I don’t believe them—but I know this 
much: I know a little something about 
litigation. I used to do it for a living. 
They are going to be tied up in court 
for about 10 years—I can tell you 
that—because the Federal Communica-
tions Act requires a public auction. 

I can tell you what else is going to 
happen. The people who live in rural 
communities are going to get the little 
end of nothing because we won’t be 
able to control who gets this C-band. I 
will bet you that the companies that 
end up with it start—and I hope I am 
wrong—and remain in the cities. So if 
you live in the country, where I was 
raised, you won’t get the benefit of 5G. 

Also, if we give it to these three for-
eign companies and they get to decide 
who gets the C-band, how do we control 
who ends up with our spectrum? What 
if they give it to Huawei? What if they 
give it to a company that violates our 
national security and our national in-
telligence? 

This is a really bad idea, folks. There 
is a bill that has been offered. It is a bi-
partisan bill in the House. I am going 
to sponsor it in the Senate. It is offered 
by two Republicans and two Demo-
crats. The bill is very simple. It says: 
Do the right thing. This spectrum be-
longs to the American people. This C- 
band belongs to the American people. 
That $60 billion belongs to the Amer-
ican people. I am asking my friends at 
the FCC to do the right thing. Do what 
you have done 100 times already, and 
let everybody bid. Let everybody bid. 
Take the $60 billion that you get from 
the American people, and let’s spend it 
on something the American people 
need. 

I thank you for your time and atten-
tion. 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 

The senior assistant bill clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Madam President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for 
the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST—S.R. 420 
Mr. BROWN. Madam President, ear-

lier this week, we celebrated Veterans 
Day, a day we honor the sacrifice and 
the service of those who fought in Nor-
mandy and Pearl Harbor and Inchon, at 
Khe Sanh, Somalia, Bosnia- 
Herzegovina, Kandahar, Mosul, and ev-
erywhere else where veterans work to 
protect our country. We owe them and 
their families a debt that we often fall 
short in repaying. That is what this is 
about today. 

For years, the VA has been presented 
with scientific information from the 
National Academy of Sciences making 
it clear that the list of the conditions 
stemming from Agent Orange exposure 
is extensive. It includes hyper-
thyroidism, bladder cancer, Parkin-
son’s-like symptoms, and hypertension. 
In the late iteration of the Veterans 
and Agent Orange Exposure Update 11, 
published a year ago, the National 
Academies recognized that those ill-
nesses—hypothyroidism, bladder can-
cer, Parkinson’s-like symptoms, and 
hypertension—all have suggestive or 
sufficient evidence associated with 
Agent Orange. 

Historically, the VA added illnesses 
in those two categories to the list of 
presumptive medical conditions associ-
ated with Agent Orange exposure. On a 
bipartisan basis, this Congress has 
done the right thing time after time. 
We are all on the same side when it 
comes to helping veterans who were ex-
posed to Agent Orange in Vietnam. 

We recently found out that former 
VA Secretary Shulkin decided to add 
three of these conditions to the list of 
presumptive medical conditions associ-
ated with that exposure only to have 
OMB—the Trump administration— 
block his decision. In an email to Di-
rector Mulvaney, Secretary Shulkin 
said adding these conditions was ‘‘im-
perative.’’ Yet no action took place. 
There are 83,000 veterans living with at 
least 1 of the presumptive medical con-
ditions—83,000. They are in Tennessee. 
They are in Georgia. They are in South 
Dakota. They are in Ohio. In a discus-
sion with blue water Navy veterans 
last week, I learned that since the De-
partment put a stay on adjudicating 
their Agent Orange claims earlier this 
year, 12 veterans have died. Time is 
running out. Some might accuse this 
body of waiting until they all die. As 
hard as it is to say that and hear that, 
we are waiting until they all die before 
we move. 

For whatever political reason the ad-
ministration seems to place on this, we 
need to ensure that veterans receive 
the healthcare and the compensation 
they earned. They shouldn’t have to 
fight these one at a time when there 
are sick men and women veterans of 

Vietnam. We did this to them. The 
American Government decided to spray 
Agent Orange. We knew it was harm-
ful. We know it is harmful. We knew it 
then, and we know it now. The chem-
ical companies knew and the govern-
ment knew. Why does the administra-
tion now think it is OK to abandon our 
commitment to these veterans? If you 
are exposed to poison while serving our 
country, there should be no question 
that you deserve the benefits you 
earned. Period. No exception. 

Madam President, as in legislative 
session, I ask unanimous consent that 
the Senate proceed to the immediate 
consideration of S. Res. 420, encour-
aging the President to expand the list 
of the Department of Veterans Affairs 
of presumptive medical conditions as-
sociated with exposure to Agent Or-
ange to include parkinsonism, bladder 
cancer, hypertension, hypothyroidism, 
which was submitted earlier today; I 
further ask that the resolution be 
agreed to, the preamble be agreed to, 
and the motions to reconsider be con-
sidered made and laid upon the table 
with no intervening action or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ISAKSON. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-

tion is heard. 
The Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. ISAKSON. Reserving the right to 

object, I want to say to my committee 
member how much I appreciate his 
dedicated work. In the committee, we 
work on a lot of things, including the 
diseases in here, getting presumptive 
conclusions done so we can cover as 
much as possible, but medicine is not 
exact. Diseases are not exact. Cir-
cumstances are not exact. When you 
make a decision to include a benefit for 
our veterans, you are making a com-
mitment to spend that money from the 
taxpayers of the United States of 
America. 

In the committee—and the Senator is 
part of it, and he knows this because I 
helped him a lot—we just approved 
blue water Navy funds, which is going 
to be one of the largest increases in the 
history of benefits going to our vet-
erans. We are circumventing into that 
some of the due diligence—which you 
really ought to do before you make a 
presumption of the diseases caused in 
all cases. 

I am an alumni of the Georgia Air 
National Guard and a veteran. I am 
chairman of the committee. I think the 
world of the Senator from Ohio. What 
he is trying to do is great and right, 
just as he wanted to lead us to help get 
us where we got to on the blue water 
Navy funds, but I object to this motion 
as one who would benefit because I 
have Parkinson’s. I went into service 
during the 1960s, during a year that 
would be considered the Vietnam era. I 
didn’t serve in Vietnam, but I served in 
that era, so I would have consideration 
if I got Parkinson’s disease—which I 
have Parkinson’s. Then they can use 
that as a conclusion to find out if it 
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was presumptively caused or not by the 
exposure I had. 

I am just telling you as one who, if I 
wanted to, could take a benefit from 
this end run. I am not going to do it be-
cause I think it is time, as chairman of 
the committee—that it is time we 
make sure that every benefit we prom-
ise veterans, that we have the money 
to do it so we don’t spend too much 
money on other benefits and leave our-
selves short for theirs. 

I object to the motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Ohio. 
Mr. BROWN. Senator ISAKSON knows 

this is no sort of false kind of flattery. 
He knows how much I think of him. He 
runs the most bipartisan committee in 
the Senate. I have been honored to be 
on it my entire 13 years in this body. 
No Ohioan ever served on this com-
mittee as long as I have. I consider 
that a privilege, No. 1, and an oppor-
tunity to pay people back. 

I didn’t serve in the military. I know 
Senator ISAKSON did. President Trump 
had deferments from Vietnam. He 
didn’t serve in the military. I think 
that maybe perhaps, because I didn’t 
serve in the military, I should work a 
little bit harder to make sure those 
people, most of whom are older than I 
by a little bit, during the Vietnam 
war—that they be treated better than 
they were by the country and by the 
public upon their return from Vietnam; 
that they, in this case, get the benefit 
of the doubt and the history of what 
happened with Agent Orange. 

You may remember years and years 
ago, veterans—people who had fought 
in Vietnam and had been exposed to 
Agent Orange—had to prove, initially, 
case by case, why they got sick, which 
was darn near impossible, especially 
when you are sick, trying to do that 
and go through that pain. 

Congress, on a bipartisan basis, did 
the right thing back then. They put a 
list of these illnesses together that ex-
posure to Agent Orange was likely re-
sponsible for. If you had one of these 
illnesses and you were boots on the 
ground in Vietnam, you automatically 
qualified. You didn’t have to fight in 
court. You didn’t have to get lawyers 
or do any of that. That was then. 

Now, even though Secretary 
Shulkin—and I don’t know how many 
Secretaries have come and gone. The 
President can’t seem to keep Secre-
taries of the VA or staff of the VA be-
cause of the erratic policy he follows 
with veterans. The President of the 
United States goes to New York and 
makes a great speech about veterans, 
and we all applaud that, but then he is 
not willing to give them the benefit of 
the doubt. These are four illnesses Sec-
retary Shulkin thought—you heard the 
term I used earlier, which is the term 
he used—he used the term about these 
conditions that it was ‘‘imperative’’ 
that we do something. 

I understand as well as anybody how 
important it is to protect taxpayers. I 
also remember less than 2 years ago 

that Congress gave a tax cut—hundreds 
of billions of dollars, and 70 percent of 
it went to the richest 1 percent of peo-
ple in this country—and we can’t come 
up with a few billion dollars to help 
veterans who are dying from these four 
illnesses? We can’t expand this list and 
give them healthcare as we try to com-
fort them at the VA in Cleveland and 
Dayton and Cincinnati and Columbus 
and in Atlanta—all over? This is no end 
run around process. These aren’t four 
illnesses I heard somebody talk about 
in Steubenville or Cleveland that ought 
to be covered. These are four illnesses 
the VA has looked at, the scientific 
community has looked at, the medical 
community has looked at, and Sec-
retary Shulkin—who served as Sec-
retary of the VA, appointed by Presi-
dent Trump, initially was acting under 
President Obama—we can’t give them 
the benefit of the doubt? This is no end 
run. We can’t give them the benefit of 
the doubt and say, yes, we should cover 
this. I hope the chairman of the Vet-
erans’ Committee—that at some point 
we can sit down and talk and he can re-
consider. 

Why do we think we need to protect 
President Trump, who, like me, didn’t 
serve in the military? For me, it—I will 
not get into that. But why can’t we 
help these veterans and give them the 
benefit of the doubt, cover these ill-
nesses, and move forward with the VA 
taking care of people the way we 
should? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from South Dakota. 

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA AGREEMENT 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, it has 

now been 13 months since the adminis-
tration concluded negotiations on the 
United States-Mexico-Canada Free 
Trade Agreement. It has been 13 
months of uncertainty for U.S. farmers 
and ranchers, manufacturers, small 
businesses, digital firms, financial in-
stitutions, and many others. It has 
been 13 months of wondering what the 
rules of the road on trade are going to 
look like going forward. 

We should have passed the United 
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement 
months ago. The Republicans in the 
Senate have been ready to take up this 
agreement for a long time, but trade 
agreements have to be considered by 
the House of Representatives first, and 
the House of Representatives is con-
trolled by the Democratic Party, which 
is far more interested in partisan pur-
suits than in actually doing any mean-
ingful legislating. 

While the House Democrats are 
happy to consider far-left messaging 
bills that have no chance of going any-
where, they have no interest in work-
ing with the Republicans to actually 
get something signed into law. Why? 
The Democrats have convinced them-
selves that partisan posturing is more 
important than securing a bipartisan 
legislative victory, like a strong, new 
trade deal that will benefit the Amer-
ican economy. So they are currently 
opposing a trade agreement that would 
benefit millions of American workers. 

Let’s be very clear. The Democrats’ 
decision to prioritize partisan politics 
is having real consequences for the 
American people. Right now, the mem-
bers of our military are unable to fund 
new priorities because the Senate 
Democrats are blocking the consider-
ation of Defense appropriations. Farm-
ers and ranchers in my home State of 
South Dakota and around the country 
are struggling, but the House Demo-
crats refuse to move forward on a trade 
deal—the United States-Mexico-Canada 
Agreement—that would bring them re-
lief. 

Thanks to low commodity and live-
stock prices, natural disasters, and 
protracted trade disputes, farmers and 
ranchers have had a tough few years, 
and one of the biggest things we can do 
to help them is to take action on trade. 
Our Nation’s farmers and ranchers de-
pend on trade. 

When I talk to farmers and ranchers 
at home in South Dakota, they empha-
size that the most important thing 
Washington can do to boost our agri-
cultural economy is to take action on 
trade agreements. Farmers and ranch-
ers need access to new and expanded 
markets for their products, and, just as 
importantly, they need certainty about 
what international markets are going 
to look like going forward. 

The United States-Mexico-Canada 
Agreement would help to meet those 
needs. It would preserve and expand 
farmers’ access to two critical export 
markets, and it would give farmers cer-
tainty about what these markets will 
look like long term. 

I am particularly pleased with the 
improvements the agreement makes 
for dairy producers. South Dakota has 
experienced a major dairy expansion 
over the past few years, and this agree-
ment will benefit U.S. dairy producers 
by substantially expanding market ac-
cess in Canada, where U.S. dairy sales 
have been restricted. In fact, the U.S. 
International Trade Commission esti-
mates the agreement will boost U.S. 
dairy exports by more than $277 mil-
lion. 

The agreement will expand market 
access for U.S. poultry and egg pro-
ducers, and it will make it easier for 
U.S. producers to export wheat to Can-
ada. 

Of course, the benefits for the agri-
cultural industry are just one part of 
this agreement. From manufacturing 
to digital services, to the automotive 
industry, virtually every sector of our 
economy will benefit from the United 
States-Mexico-Canada Agreement. The 
USMCA breaks new ground by includ-
ing a chapter specifically focused on 
small and medium-sized businesses. It 
is the first time that a U.S. trade 
agreement has ever included a dedi-
cated chapter on this topic. Roughly, 
120,000 small and medium-sized busi-
nesses around our country export goods 
and services to Mexico and to Canada. 
The USMCA will make it easier for 
these businesses to successfully export 
their products. 
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It would be nice if the House Demo-

crats woke up tomorrow and decided 
that 13 months was long enough to 
make America’s farmers and ranchers 
and manufacturers and small business 
men wait for the United States-Mex-
ico-Canada Agreement, but my hopes 
of seeing action from the House grow 
dimmer each day. 

The Democrats in the House should 
be addressing the American people’s 
priorities. American workers shouldn’t 
be sacrificed for the Democrats’ par-
tisan political goals. I hope that 
enough of my Democratic colleagues in 
the House of Representatives will urge 
their House leadership to bring up the 
United States-Mexico-Canada Agree-
ment in the very near future. Ameri-
cans have waited long enough. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CRAMER). The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I appre-
ciate Senator THUNE’s comments about 
the USMCA. Some might call it 
NAFTA 1.6. It just doesn’t do very 
much. I was not in this body when 
NAFTA passed. I was down the hall in 
the House of Representatives. I voted 
against it. 

I saw what NAFTA did to my State 
and what it did to our country in the 
number of lost manufacturing jobs. 
States in the industrial Midwest still 
have not recovered from that legisla-
tion, from that trade agreement—the 
North American Free Trade Agree-
ment. During the Clinton administra-
tion, I opposed the President of my 
own party on this. In the Bush admin-
istration, the other party pushed the 
one for Central America. There was one 
after another after another of these 
trade agreements, and we see the lost 
jobs. President Trump made a huge 
campaign promise that he was going to 
do something about it, and this agree-
ment simply doesn’t do it. 

We have talked to the U.S. Trade 
Representative repeatedly about en-
forcing labor standards. The whole 
point of fixing this agreement is so 
that companies will not shut down in 
Mansfield, in Zanesville, and in Lima, 
OH, and move to Mexico to build plants 
there and sell the products back to the 
United States. Yet do you know what 
is happening? Even the USMCA has no 
language in it that is going to stop the 
outsourcing of jobs. So, if this Congress 
moves on the USMCA, you can bet that 
month after month after month, we are 
going to lose manufacturing jobs, that 
the business plan of shutting down pro-
duction in Ohio, in Rhode Island, in 
North or South Dakota, or in Montana 
will continue, and that the USMCA 
will not do anything about it. 

This is the same President who went 
to Youngstown, OH, as Lordstown was 
about to shut down, and said: Don’t sell 
your homes. We are going to bring 
those jobs back. 

No, we aren’t. GM moved more and 
more jobs to Mexico at the same time 
it shut down the GM plant in 
Lordstown, OH. There were 4,500 jobs 
lost. This USMCA is simply a 

wallpapering over of an agreement. It 
doesn’t do what you have to do to stop 
the outsourcing of jobs. 

I look at trade agreements in one 
way. Does it mean more jobs in our 
country or does it mean fewer jobs? 
The USMCA will do nothing to stem 
the tide of jobs that are moving to 
Mexico. That is why we should go back 
to the table and include the Brown- 
Wyden amendment on labor enforce-
ment—language that will, in fact, 
mean there will be more prosperity in 
both countries. 

I thank Senator WHITEHOUSE for 
yielding the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, I 
am not going to be that long. I ask 
unanimous consent to speak for up to 
half an hour as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

TRIBUTE TO ADENA LEIBMAN 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE. Mr. President, 

today is my 258th ‘‘Time to Wake Up’’ 
speech, and I want to use this occasion 
to take us back to our oceans. 

Before I get into the substance of my 
remarks, I note that this will be the 
last ‘‘Time to Wake Up’’ speech during 
which Adena Leibman will be with me. 
She has been closely involved in all of 
my office’s oceans work. She has, in-
deed, led it. She came to my office as a 
Knauss fellow. 

We loved Dean Knauss in Rhode Is-
land. He was the dean of the Graduate 
School of Oceanography at the Univer-
sity of Rhode Island. In working with 
Senator Pell, he helped to launch 
NOAA, helped to start the Sea Grant 
Program, and was extremely signifi-
cant in the ocean work of our govern-
ment. So one being a Knauss fellow— 
one of the Knauss legacies—is a really 
big deal and is a particularly big deal 
in Rhode Island. 

Adena has been coordinating the 
oceans work now for 4 years and has 
also been coordinating our appropria-
tions work. In the time that Adena has 
been working on this, the bipartisan 
Oceans Caucus, which Senator MUR-
KOWSKI and I established, has grown to 
40 Members. It is very bipartisan. It is 
very effective. We set it up as a work-
ing caucus, and it is working. 

Adena helped us get the Coastal Re-
silience Fund passed into law. It is now 
producing tens of millions of dollars in 
grants for coastal communities that 
need the support as sea levels rise. 

She helped to get the Save Our Seas 
Act passed. That was a unanimous ef-
fort. DAN SULLIVAN, of Alaska, was a 
remarkable partner in all of that. The 
participants in that included leaders 
from landlocked States. Senator 
INHOFE was a real leader on that bill. 
We had such a good time with it that 
we are now working on Save Our Seas 
2.0, which today came through the 
Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation Committee after having passed 
the Foreign Relations Committee 
unanimously and the Environment and 

Public Works Committee unanimously. 
We are hoping that soon we will be able 
to organize the floor consideration of it 
and, perhaps, pass it by unanimous 
consent in the way we did with the 
Save Our Seas Act. The work of all of 
that progress in those committees and 
the negotiating of Save Our Seas 2.0 
was led by Adena. 

Lastly, this week, I started going 
around to collect cosponsors for Sen-
ator MURKOWSKI’s and my BLUE 
GLOBE Act, which is the ocean data 
monitoring bill that we have worked 
on and are now ready to launch. An 
enormous amount of preparatory work 
goes into getting that ready—getting 
supporters lined up and doing all of the 
work of cross-referencing the different 
points of view—and getting a bill that 
we also hope stands a good chance of 
passing this body by unanimous con-
sent. So I give the speech with grati-
tude to Adena for her work. 

CLIMATE CHANGE 
Mr. President, the oceans send a 

clear and consistent signal about cli-
mate change, and it is a signal that has 
been untainted by fossil fuel industry 
propaganda attacks that have been 
problematic in other areas. The signals 
are untainted for good reason, because 
it is hard to dispute sea level rise 
measured with tide gauges all around 
the country. It is hard to dispute acidi-
fication that is measured with the kind 
of pH test kit that a middle school 
science classroom has, and it is hard to 
dispute rising ocean temperatures that 
are measured with that complex, ana-
lytical device—the thermometer. Even 
the fossil fuel industry has trouble 
fouling the climate signals from our 
oceans. 

The recent ‘‘Special Report on the 
Ocean and Cryosphere in a Changing 
Climate’’ confirms through grim data 
that the health of our oceans is in 
rapid decline, and it confirms that 
these changes are caused not by nature 
but by man. Headlines extracted from 
the report are pretty alarming. 

These are quotes: ‘‘The global ocean 
. . . has taken up more than 90 percent 
of the excess heat in the climate sys-
tem.’’ 

‘‘ . . . the rate of ocean warming has 
more than doubled.’’ 

‘‘Marine heatwaves . . . are increas-
ing in intensity.’’ 

‘‘ . . . the ocean has undergone in-
creasing ocean acidification.’’ 

‘‘ . . . mean sea level is rising. . . . ’’ 
‘‘Increases in tropical cyclone winds 

and rainfall . . . increases in extreme 
waves . . . extreme sea level events and 
coastal hazards.’’ 

‘‘ . . . multiple climate-related haz-
ards. . . . ’’ 

As if that is not enough, ‘‘the ocean 
is projected to transition to unprece-
dented conditions.’’ 

It is a grim warning. 
Look at acidification. Ocean acidifi-

cation is a chemical phenomenon. It is 
not deniable. You can replicate it in a 
middle school science lab. You can 
demonstrate it with your breath and a 
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glass of water and an aquarium bubbler 
and a pH strip, as I have done from this 
desk. 

The oceans absorb around 30 percent 
of our excess CO2 emissions in a chem-
ical interaction that takes up the CO2 
but acidifies the seawater. Off our west 
coast, the humble pteropod is a build-
ing block in the oceanic food chain. 
Studies show the pteropod suffering 
‘‘severe shell damage,’’ worsened by 
acidification. It is hard to make and 
maintain a shell in acidifying seas. 
Coral reefs are dying from acidifica-
tion. The great ocean die-offs in geo-
logic eras before humans existed were 
signaled by ocean acidification. So 
that is serious. 

Look at heat. The oceans absorb over 
90 percent of the excess atmospheric 
heat—not 30 percent like the CO2—that 
we have trapped in our atmosphere 
with greenhouse gas emissions. 

So think about it. All the terrestrial 
effects that we are already seeing from 
climate change come from less than 
one-tenth of the excess heat that we 
have trapped. The heat going into the 
oceans is sparing us humans a real ca-
tastrophe, but all that heat is changing 
the oceans. It is four Hiroshima-size 
bombs’ worth of heat energy added to 
our oceans every second—four Hiro-
shima explosions worth of heat energy 
per second is the rate of ocean heating. 
The rate of this ocean heating has al-
ready doubled, and the ocean is pro-
jected to absorb from five to seven 
times more heat by 2100. So it is heat-
ing at the rate at which its heating is 
accelerating. 

What does that mean? Well, warming 
seas expand—that is a basic law of 
physics—and along with melting gla-
ciers and ice sheets, that means seas 
rise: so far, about 6 inches globally; on 
Rhode Island shores, already nearly a 
foot. On our current trajectory, that is 
more than 3 feet globally by 2100 and 
more than 6 feet along our shores in 
Rhode Island. 

This is northern Rhode Island. This is 
Narragansett Bay, and all of these 
areas that you see that are blue are 
land now. They are peoples’ homes. 
They are peoples’ businesses. There are 
roads and infrastructure—all projected 
to disappear, all projected to be swal-
lowed by rising seas by the end of the 
century if we keep fiddling around here 
and not paying attention. 

The First Street Foundation cal-
culates that coastal communities like 
these along our east coast and in the 
Gulf of Mexico States have already lost 
more than $15 billion in relative prop-
erty values as the insurance and mort-
gage markets start to look at sea level 
rise and flooding, and it affects housing 
prices. 

In Rhode Island alone, they estimate 
about $45 million in relative property 
value lost. Predicted ahead is a coastal 
property values crash. That is not com-
ing from an environmental organiza-
tion. That is coming from Freddie Mac, 
the great American mortgage corpora-
tion. 

And it is global. The New York Times 
recently reported new research ‘‘that 
some 150 million people are now living 
on land that will be below the high-tide 
line by mid-century’’—150 million peo-
ple. 

A UK study warns global sea level 
rise could cost $14 trillion annually by 
2100. 

This is what Freddie Mac has to say 
about this coastal property values 
crash: ‘‘The economic losses and social 
disruption of the coastal property val-
ues crash may happen gradually, but 
they are likely to be greater in total 
than those experienced in the housing 
crisis and Great Recession.’’ For those 
of us who lived through the 2008 melt-
down, we don’t want to go there again. 
Freddie Mac is forecasting that it is 
going to happen because of coastal 
property values. 

Look here to the Pacific. A new Cli-
mate Central study shows that ‘‘chron-
ic coastal flooding or permanent inun-
dation threatens areas occupied by 
more than 10 percent of the current 
population of nations including Ban-
gladesh, Vietnam, and many small is-
land developing states.’’ 

Here is the southern part of Vietnam, 
swallowed up by high tide in 2050. That 
was the projection just a few years ago 
with the flooding that was going to 
come into the Vietnam delta area, up 
here, in Ho Chi Minh City, or Saigon. 
This is the new projection for 2050—all 
of it under water, including a good part 
of Saigon City. 

As one of the authors of the report 
said, ‘‘most sea level rise here between 
now and 2050 is already baked in.’’ Dec-
ades more of sea level rise means the 
fate of many coastal communities here 
and around the world is already sealed, 
which may explain the 2013 warning by 
the commander of our U.S. forces in 
the Pacific that upheaval related to 
climate change ‘‘is probably the most 
likely thing that is going to happen 
. . . that will cripple the security envi-
ronment.’’ He said: 

You have the real potential here in the 
not-too-distant future of nations displaced 
by rising sea level. . . . If it goes bad, you 
could have hundreds of thousands or millions 
of people displaced and then security will 
start to crumble pretty quickly. 

Well, here it is, as predicted by our 
Navy in 2013. 

Thankfully, countries around the 
globe are awakening to the problems in 
our oceans. In 2015, I fought to protect 
a mention—a mention—of oceans in 
the Paris climate agreement. This 
year’s original host, Chile, christened 
the entire upcoming climate meeting a 
‘‘Blue COP’’ with a blue vision of re-
pairing ocean health. 

I attended, as a U.S. congressional 
delegation of one, this year’s inter-
national Our Ocean conference in Oslo, 
where advocates, corporations, and 
governments from around the world, 
even the helpless Trump administra-
tion, made national and corporate and 
regional ocean commitments. 

Norway leads a panel of 14 nations— 
14 heads of state and the United Na-

tions Special Envoy for the Ocean, ad-
vised by people like our own former 
NOAA Administrator, Jane Lubchenko. 
A recent panel report outlined five 
major ocean initiatives that could re-
duce 20 percent of global emissions by 
2050. 

The United Nations also declared the 
2020s the ‘‘Decade of Ocean Science for 
Sustainable Development.’’ The world 
has turned toward action on oceans. 

Now, usually, in confronting threats 
of this magnitude, the United States 
sets an example of leadership. We are 
abandoning that tradition. In conversa-
tions about climate change and ocean 
challenges, the United States is, at 
best, absent. At worst, we are the ob-
struction. That is a mistake. The 
United States should not lose its place 
as an international leader, not if we 
care about our vaunted role as the in-
dispensable Nation and not if we care 
about the security and prosperity of 
our democracy. 

It doesn’t have to be this way. Other 
ocean threats have prompted Congress 
to do what is right. We passed inter-
national fisheries treaties and the Port 
States Measures enforcement law. We 
did it unanimously here in the Senate, 
and now satellites are seeking out and 
tracking pirate fishing ships to bring 
them to justice. 

We passed our first marine plastics 
legislation unanimously, and a bigger, 
better marine plastics bill is moving in 
the Senate right. 

Now Senator MURKOWSKI and I are 
moving the biggest ocean data bill 
since NOAA was founded through our 
bipartisan Oceans Caucus. 

So, yes, we can do better, and we 
must. 

Henry Kissinger once told me that 
the great revolutions of the world have 
come about from what he called a con-
fluence of resentments. Well, the poor-
est—those who depend most closely on 
the oceans, those who lead subsistence 
lives—will suffer most the brunt of the 
coming crisis, and they will resent it. 

Look at fisheries. The poorest starve 
when their fisheries collapse. Others 
are distressed when fisheries collapse 
but have the resources to migrate or 
find alternative food sources. For 
wealthy nations, like ours, the fish in 
our air-conditioned supermarkets may 
cost a bit more, but our lives aren’t se-
riously affected. But when the poor and 
distressed are hurt like that, they will 
resent it. That is human nature, and if 
you turn the pain up high enough, well, 
good luck defending to them the sys-
tems of parliamentary democracy and 
market capitalism that countenanced 
their suffering. 

Years ago, Daniel Webster described 
the work of our Founders as having set 
the world an example. He went on to 
say that ‘‘the last hopes of mankind, 
therefore, rest with us.’’ From Jona-
than Winthrop to Ronald Reagan, we 
have called America ‘‘a city on a hill,’’ 
set high for the world to witness. Presi-
dent Clinton argued that ‘‘people . . . 
have always been more impressed by 
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the power of our example than the ex-
ample of our power.’’ 

We still tout our system of democ-
racy and capitalism as a beacon of suc-
cess and progress, but we have aided 
and abetted the failure of our system 
to address the climate and oceans cri-
sis. Worst of all is the reason for it— 
the fossil fuel industry’s menacing cli-
mate denial apparatus. That apparatus 
may have won the day influencing Con-
gress for now, but it will surely fail the 
test of time. History will judge harshly 
an American generation that let its de-
mocracy be corrupted by this industry. 

The voice of the oceans is more last-
ing than the greed and folly of man, 
and it warns of consequences driven by 
laws of chemistry, physics, and biol-
ogy. These stern natural laws cannot 
be repealed or vetoed. Propaganda can 
manipulate people, passions, and poli-
tics, but propaganda cannot change the 
immutable laws of nature. The data are 
the voice of the oceans, and if data 
could scream, the oceans would now be 
screaming. 

So to paraphrase a poem, let us be 
the ‘‘voice the sea would have if it had 
not a better one: as it lifts . . . its rum-
bling, deep-structured roar.’’ Let us 
wake up and get to our duty. 

‘‘Slap Nature,’’ Pope Francis said, 
‘‘and she will slap you back.’’ We have 
a hell of a slap coming if we don’t get 
ahead of this, and we better wake up to 
it. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Washington. 
NOMINATION OF STEVEN J. MENASHI 

Mrs. MURRAY. Mr. President, I have 
come here before to call out Senate Re-
publicans and their unwavering sup-
port for President Trump’s efforts to 
pack our courts with partisan and ideo-
logically driven picks, but the nominee 
I am speaking against today is truly 
uniquely unfit to serve a lifetime ap-
pointment—a lifetime appointment— 
on a Federal court: Steven Menashi. 

Mr. Menashi has a deeply disturbing 
history of disparaging comments 
against women, communities of color, 
immigrants, and the LGBTQI commu-
nity. 

He unabashedly helped to roll back 
protections for vulnerable commu-
nities. He defiantly refused to answer 
basic questions from U.S. Senators, 
both Democrats and Republicans, 
about the policies he worked on while 
advising the President. He has time 
and again put extremism and ideology 
ahead of the rule of law, and he has 
proven himself incapable of serving as 
a fair and impartial judge. 

As if his record of extremism and 
partisanship wasn’t bad enough, we 
now know that Steven Menashi not 
only helped but was the key architect 
in Secretary DeVos’s efforts to ille-
gally deny relief to student borrows 
who were cheated by predatory for- 
profit colleges. These policies that Mr. 
Menashi provided ‘‘legal advice’’ for 
were subsequently ruled to be in viola-
tion of Federal law. 

Secretary DeVos’s policy on borrower 
defense led to her being held in con-
tempt of court. Whether Mr. Menashi 
did not understand Federal law or 
whether he advised the Secretary of 
Education to blatantly ignore it at the 
expense of students, the fact is that 
this latest revelation undoubtedly and 
unequivocally disqualifies him from 
serving a lifetime appointment on a 
Federal court—or, at least, it should. 

Tomorrow, the Senate will take a 
critical vote. This is a vote on whether 
the Senate once again rubberstamps 
President Trump’s unprecedented ef-
fort to remake the Federal judiciary on 
a partisan ideological basis. It is a vote 
that shows whether Republicans are 
willing to support a judicial nominee 
whose actions—his own actions—have 
been found to violate the law as re-
cently as just a few weeks ago. 

I implore my Republican colleagues 
to consider not just Mr. Menashi’s 
record of bigotry and the harm he 
helped cause to cheated and defrauded 
students, but also his blatant disregard 
of the rule of law. 

When casting their vote, I ask my 
colleagues not to worry about what the 
President might say on Twitter, but to 
worry about the rule of law and to 
worry about the idea yet another par-
tisan nominee getting a lifetime on the 
Federal bench who doesn’t. It is that 
simple. 

Thank you, Mr. President. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Hampshire. 
SURVIVORS’ BILL OF RIGHTS IN THE STATES ACT 

OF 2019 
Mrs. SHAHEEN. Mr. President, I am 

pleased to join Mr. GRASSLEY from 
Iowa on the floor today to talk about 
important legislation that we are co-
sponsoring that built upon previous ef-
forts that both of us were engaged in to 
protect survivors of sexual assault in 
the criminal justice system. The ef-
forts to extend rights to sexual assault 
survivors across the country is criti-
cally important, and I am hopeful that, 
once our legislation is known to our 
colleagues, that they will join us in 
passing this important bipartisan bill. 

Amanda Nguyen of the Rise organiza-
tion initially contacted our office in 
2015. I know she also worked with Sen-
ator GRASSLEY. When she came to us 
and detailed her harrowing story of 
sexual assault, she was raped, and then 
she felt like she was raped again by a 
criminal justice system that was not 
responsive to the challenges of sur-
vivors of sexual assault. Amanda de-
scribed the system that further trau-
matized survivors and provided scarce 
protections for their rights. 

Evidence of assault was being de-
stroyed without survivors’ consent, and 
survivors were forced to periodically 
follow up with law enforcement to pre-
serve that evidence. The broken proc-
ess that survivors were forced to en-
dure resulted in a system where they 
were often re-victimized. Instead of a 
process that helped them move forward 

with their lives as they pursued jus-
tice, survivors were confronted with 
the trauma of reliving their attack 
each time they sought to preserve evi-
dence or gather information about 
their case. 

Well, because of Amanda’s efforts, 
the Sexual Assault Survivors’ Rights 
Act was created. It was legislation that 
provided for the first legally recognized 
set of rights for survivors that could be 
enforced in a court of law. Senator 
GRASSLEY took that legislation, he in-
cluded it in the Adam Walsh Reauthor-
ization Act, and it was signed into law. 
It has provided survivors with greater 
protections in Federal cases because of 
focus on notice, on access to evidence, 
and on the preservation of sexual as-
sault evidence collection kits. 

By creating this set of court enforce-
able rights at the Federal level, Con-
gress established a model for the 
States to adopt similar legislation to 
protect the rights of survivors. So far, 
21 States, including my home State of 
New Hampshire, have adopted that leg-
islation to guarantee survivors certain 
basic rights in the criminal justice sys-
tem. 

Now, unfortunately, we are trying to 
figure out how to encourage other 
States to follow the lead of Congress, 
States that have not yet adopted legis-
lation protecting survivors. That is 
why the bill that Senator GRASSLEY 
and I are here to discuss today is so 
critically important. The Survivors’ 
Bill of Rights in the States Act, the 
legislation we are cosponsoring, would 
establish a grant program accessible to 
States that have in place a law which 
guarantees the rights contained in the 
Sexual Assault Survivors’ Rights Act. 

The grand amount would be a per-
centage of the funding that the State 
receives under the Stop Violence 
Against Women Formula Grant Pro-
gram. States could then use the funds 
to implement survivor rights, preserve 
sexual assault evidence collection kits, 
reduce the backlog of kits, and provide 
support for victim services. 

Congress has previously passed legis-
lation using the Stop Formula Grants 
to incentivize States to adopt legisla-
tion, and this is the perfect example of 
why that kind of an approach would be 
successful. No survivor should be com-
pelled to bear the indignity of peti-
tioning law enforcement merely to en-
sure that they are given a fair shake in 
the criminal justice process. It is my 
hope that this legislation will lead to 
an increase in States passing bills to 
protect survivors’ rights. 

I think it is important that Congress 
again show survivors that we are be-
hind them, that we will stand up with 
them for their rights. The Survivors’ 
Bill of Rights in the States Act would 
do just that. 

I am so pleased to be joining Senator 
GRASSLEY in this effort. I think, with 
this bipartisan support, we can get sup-
port from all of our colleagues to enact 
this follow-on legislation into law and 
provide the additional support that 
survivors need. 
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Thank you, Mr. President. 
I yield to my colleague, Senator 

GRASSLEY. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Iowa. 
Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, first 

of all, it is a pleasure to work with 
Senator SHAHEEN on this bill. I am 
very happy to work together. We have 
the same goals in mind. For the cyn-
ical people outside of Washington, DC, 
that say there is never any Republican 
or Democratic cooperation, there is 
kind of a rule around here that Senator 
SHAHEEN and I are examples of, but it 
applies to all 100 Senators. 

If you really want to get something 
done, you have to seek bipartisanship 
in this body. I can quantify that in this 
way. There are 53 Republicans. There 
are 47 Democrats. But if there were 53 
Democrats and 47 Republicans, the 
same rule would apply. 

About 99 percent of the legislation 
that gets done around here has to have 
60 votes to stop debate before you can 
even vote on the bill. So obviously, 
even if all 53 Republicans were voting 
together—and that doesn’t happen very 
often—you still wouldn’t get the 60 
votes to pass a piece of legislation. So 
that is why almost every major piece 
of legislation that gets through here— 
and this example of Shaheen-Grassley 
is just another example—it is because 
you seek bipartisanship, and it is just 
nice that it has to be that way. 

So addressing this issue, I can say I 
associate myself with the remarks of 
Senator SHAHEEN and sit down, but 
there is kind of a rule around the Sen-
ate. Everything that has been said on 
this bill has been said, but I haven’t 
said it yet, and I am going to say it. 

I recently introduced S. 2770, known 
as the Survivors’ Bill of Rights in the 
States Act of 2019, with Senator SHA-
HEEN and Senator TILLIS. This measure 
is a companion to what Congress-
woman SPEIER developed and intro-
duced in the other Chamber. It builds 
on legislation entitled the Survivors’ 
Bill of Rights Act that we adopted in 
2016. 

As chairman of the Senate Judiciary 
Committee in the last Congress, I 
worked closely with a young woman, 
Amanda Nguyen, on the development 
of that 2016 measure prior to its intro-
duction. Amanda, a survivor of sexual 
assault, found and leads the nonprofit 
organization known as Rise, R-I-S-E. 

She also worked with Senator SHA-
HEEN on the same legislation, intro-
ducing the final version in this Cham-
ber. We incorporated that 2016 package 
of rights into an amendment that I of-
fered to another measure before the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. In May 
2016, that legislation passed this Cham-
ber 89 to 0. In October 2016, the House 
version, which was introduced later, 
was signed by the President. 

The bills that we introduced this 
month on the 2016 Survivors’ Bill of 
Rights, it makes each State eligible to 
receive a Federal grant to implement a 
similar package of rights for victims of 

sex crimes at the State level. Such 
rights include, for example, the right 
to know the results of your forensic 
exam, the right to have evidence pre-
served for a certain period, and the 
right to notice before your forensic kit 
is destroyed. 

A State also may use its Justice De-
partment grants to preserve sexual as-
sault evidence kits, reduce the number 
of kits awaiting testing, and extend ad-
ditional assistance to crime victims 
under our legislation. Finally, the 
measure we introduced authorizes 20 
million annually for each of the fiscal 
years 2021 through 2024 to support the 
implementation of the new grant pro-
gram established by this bill. I urge my 
colleagues to join us in cosponsoring 
the Survivors’ Bill of Rights in the 
States Act of 2019. 

I thank Senator SHAHEEN for joining 
in this effort and leading this bill and, 
most importantly, to compliment her 
over a long period of time in the Sen-
ate—and probably even before she came 
to the Senate—her commitment to 
working with me and with people gen-
erally on the issue of increased protec-
tion for victims of sexual assault. 

Again, I thank Congresswoman 
SPEIER and her staff for initiating this 
measure in the House and for working 
so hard to develop a bicameral, bipar-
tisan measure, and I thank Senator 
SHAHEEN once again. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader. 
f 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to legislative session and 
be in a period of morning business, 
with Senators permitted to speak for 
up to 10 minutes each. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

SAFESPORT ACT OF 2019 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, this 
week I introduced S. 2838 with Senators 
ERNST, BLACKBURN, SULLIVAN, MUR-
KOWSKI, and PERDUE. This legislation, 
which we have titled the SAFESPORT 
Act of 2019, includes funding account-
ability, antiretaliation protection, 
child abuse reporting, and other reform 
measures. 

I want to take this opportunity to 
thank the Commerce Committee mem-
bers who lead the Senate subcommittee 
with jurisdiction over the Ted Stevens 
Act, along with Commerce Committee 
Chairman WICKER, for including so 
much of my SAFESPORT Act as an 
amendment to a larger package that 
they developed. That measure is S. 
2330, the Empowering Olympic and 
Amateur Athletes Act of 2019, spon-
sored by Senators MORAN and 
BLUMENTHAL. 

Senators MORAN and BLUMENTHAL 
worked closely with me to secure the 
inclusion of multiple provisions of my 
SAFESPORT Act in their bill, which 
cleared the Commerce Committee this 
morning with unanimous bipartisan 
support. Every one of these provisions 
is designed to ensure that the U.S. Cen-
ter for SafeSport, which is tasked by 
Congress with investigating abuse of 
athletes in amateur sports, continues 
on its current track of excellence. I ex-
tend my sincere appreciation to both 
subcommittee leaders for their hard 
work on S. 2330 and for collaborating 
with me to improve their bipartisan 
bill. 

First, the SAFESPORT Act would 
enhance child abuse reporting, by en-
suring that the Center for SafeSport is 
subject to the same mandatory report-
ing requirements as other professionals 
who work with children, under the Fed-
eral Victims of Child Abuse Act. By 
law, this center is tasked with receiv-
ing and investigating complaints of 
sexual abuse in amateur sports, which 
is why its personnel should have to re-
port suspected crimes against children 
to the authorities. 

Second, this bill ensures that the 
Center for SafeSport, a private organi-
zation that already receives millions 
annually in revenue from the Olympic 
community—and which would receive 
$20 million annually, at the direction 
of Congress, if the Moran-Bhimenthal 
bill is enacted—is subject to an annual 
audit by an independent auditor. Such 
an audit is highly recommended by 
charity watchdog groups for the high-
est functioning nonprofit organiza-
tions. It is also a standard requirement 
for almost any nonprofit charitable or-
ganization receiving Federal grant 
awards of more than $750,000 annually. 
My legislation also calls for the Center 
for SafeSport to implement any correc-
tive actions recommended by the audi-
tor each year or explain why it dis-
agrees with the recommendations. 

Third, this legislation subjects the 
Center for SafeSport to certain trans-
parency requirements, ensuring, for ex-
ample, that this organization reports 
to Congress annually with a detailed 
account of its activities, any changes 
in its financial standing, and a correc-
tive action plan to implement auditor 
recommendations, if any. We are enti-
tled to know how many complaints the 
organization investigates and resolves 
using the millions of dollars it receives 
from the U.S. Olympic community 
each year. Such information would be 
made available to the public, under the 
SAFESPORT Act. 

The Commerce Committee included 
all of these accountability, trans-
parency, and child abuse reporting pro-
visions, as well as the antiretaliation 
language of my SAFESPORT Act in 
the package it approved today. That 
antiretaliation language, on which I 
collaborated with Senator PETERS, pro-
tects whistleblowers who come forward 
and report abuses in amateur sports. I 
thank Senator PETERS for his collabo-
ration on that language. I am delighted 
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we made this progress and look forward 
to working with the committee to en-
sure it is enacted. 

The only language that the com-
mittee did not accept, due to jurisdic-
tional concerns raised by Senators 
BLUMENTHAL and MORAN, was the grant 
accountability language in the 
SAFESPORT Act. One section of my 
bill, which bars nonprofits receiving 
Justice Department grants from stash-
ing funds in offshore accounts for tax 
avoidance purposes, among other re-
quirements, has cleared the Judiciary 
Committee with bipartisan support on 
multiple occasions. Chairman GRAHAM 
approved its inclusion in the Com-
merce package, and Ranking Member 
FEINSTEIN has cosponsored similar lan-
guage on multiple occasions. So I am 
disappointed that these reforms were 
omitted from S. 2330 today. Senators 
BLACKBURN and SULLIVAN, who joined 
with me in seeking the inclusion of 
that grant accountability language in 
that Commerce Committee package 
today, have called for adding it to S. 
2330 before its floor consideration. 

I look forward to working with the 
leaders of the Commerce Committee to 
achieve that goal. The only other key 
provision of my SAFESPORT Act that 
was not included in S. 2330 would en-
able the Attorney General to seek the 
removal of officers and directors of the 
Center for SafeSport, in the event 
these individuals engage in serious 
misconduct or material violations of 
the Ted Stevens Act. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in co-
sponsoring S. 2838, the SAFESPORT 
Act, which is so important to ensure 
that the organization tasked by Con-
gress with protecting amateur athletes 
retains its current, high standard of ex-
cellence. I, again, thank Senator 
PETERS as well as my cosponsors, par-
ticularly Senators BLACKBURN and SUL-
LIVAN, for helping me negotiate for the 
inclusion of so many provisions of the 
SAFESPORT Act in the bipartisan 
measure that cleared the Commerce 
Committee. I also want to thank my 
committee staff, including Kolan 
Davis, Evelyn Fortier, Rachael 
Soloway, and Dario Camacho for their 
hard work on this measure. Finally, I 
thank the organizations, such as Fair-
ness, Dignity & Respect for Crime Vic-
tims & Survivors Project, which en-
dorsed this legislation, as well as the 
Athletes Advisory Council, which 
worked with us on the antiretaliation 
provisions. 

f 

REMEMBERING THOMAS M. OWENS 

Mr. DURBIN. Mr. President, on Sep-
tember 29, Thomas Owens of Chicago 
passed away, leaving a legacy of faith, 
philanthropy, and friendship. He was 
an innovator and an advocate for help-
ing people. Tom was dedicated to the 
biblical proverb, ‘‘To whom much is 
given, much is expected.’’ 

Tom used to joke that he entered 
philanthropic ventures because he 
spent too much time hovering around 

the kitchen with his wife, Mary. In 
truth, he just believed in helping those 
less fortunate. Tom and Mary founded 
the Owens Foundation in 1985, inspired 
by the work of Saint Mother Teresa of 
Calcutta. Tom and Mary enjoyed a 
friendship with Mother Teresa and 
were instrumental in supporting Mis-
sionary of Charity projects in Chicago, 
Arizona, and Tijuana, Mexico, to al-
leviate poverty and provide hope to 
those in need. 

In the early 1990s, Tom retired from a 
successful business and having spent 20 
years as an IBM executive. Many peo-
ple would have considered slowing 
down after that, but not Tom. That 
same year he retired, he founded Cara 
Chicago. 

Tom started Cara out of the back of 
his car. He drove shelter to shelter, 
connecting women with business col-
leagues and contacts he had accumu-
lated over the years. Nearly 30 years 
later, Cara is a world-class job training 
and placement program, helping more 
than 6,000 people into more than 10,000 
jobs. 

Cara is the Gaelic word for friend, 
and this program helps give people a 
professional friend when they need it 
most. 

Tom earned numerous awards like 
being one of the Streetwise Founda-
tion’s 20 Most Inspirational 
Chicagoans. He also was Leo High 
School’s Lifetime Achievement Award 
winner in 2018. Leo High School’s 
motto is Facta non Verba, meaning 
Deeds not Words. Tom’s work as one of 
the most caring people I have known 
speaks for itself. 

Tom liked to say, ‘‘Don’t just make 
it a good day . . . make it a great day!’’ 
Many people have great days because 
of his work. 

Tom is survived by his wife, five chil-
dren, 22 grandchildren, and the thou-
sands of people who have better days 
because of Tom. 

f 

NOMINATION OF STEVEN J. 
MENASHI 

Ms. KLOBUCHAR. Mr. President, I 
rise today to join many of my col-
leagues who have come to the floor to 
express my opposition to the nomina-
tion of Steven Menashi to U.S. circuit 
judge for the Second Circuit. 

I am disappointed that Mr. Menashi’s 
nomination has moved forward even 
though he lacks the support of his 
home State senators. In the rush to 
confirm judges like Mr. Menashi, the 
Senate has chipped away at the tradi-
tions that allow us to properly advise 
and consent on nominations, which is 
our responsibility under the Constitu-
tion. 

Today, we are considering a nominee 
whose record has raised several con-
cerning issues. While working as Prin-
cipal Deputy General Counsel and as 
Acting General Counsel at the Depart-
ment of Education, Menashi advised 
Secretary DeVos on the Department’s 
efforts to withhold debt relief for stu-

dents who were defrauded by their col-
leges, reverse the Obama administra-
tion’s regulations on campus sexual as-
sault, and delay the enforcement of 
rules designed to ensure that students 
of color with disabilities are treated 
fairly. And while at the White House 
Counsel’s Office, Mr. Menashi has ad-
vised on the administration’s efforts to 
end the deferred enforced departure 
program for Liberians and to restrict 
access to asylum. 

I am also concerned that, despite a 
request from all of the Democratic 
Senators on the Judiciary Committee, 
Mr. Menashi has refused to provide in-
formation about his knowledge or in-
volvement in the events related to the 
telephone call between President 
Trump and Ukrainian President 
Zelensky on July 25, 2019. 

It is for these reasons that I am un-
able to support Mr. Menashi’s con-
firmation. 

(At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, the 
following statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

∑ Ms. HARRIS. Mr. President, I was ab-
sent, but had I been present, I would 
have voted no on rollcall vote No. 352, 
the confirmation of Executive Calendar 
No. 464, William Joseph Nardini, of 
Connecticut, to be U.S. circuit judge 
for the Second Circuit. 

Mr. President, I was absent, but had 
I been present, I would have voted no 
on rollcall vote No. 351, the confirma-
tion of Executive Calendar No. 365, 
Jennifer Philpott Wilson, of Pennsyl-
vania, to be U.S. district judge for the 
Middle District of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. President, I was absent, but had 
I been present, I would have voted no 
on rollcall vote No. 355, the motion to 
invoke cloture on Executive Calendar 
No. 486, Steven J. Menashi, of New 
York, to be U.S. circuit judge for the 
Second Circuit.∑ 

(At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 
following statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD.) 

f 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
AUTHORIZATION ACT 

∑ Mr. ROUNDS. Mr. President, today I 
join my fellow Senate Armed Services 
Committee subcommittee chairs in ex-
pressing my serious concerns with the 
possibility that congress might not 
pass a National Defense Authorization 
Act, NDAA, for fiscal year 2020. 

For more than five decades, the 
NDAA has been signed into law with 
bipartisan support. We had our dif-
ferences, but if we fail to pass the 
NDAA this year, what kind of message 
does that send to the men and women 
who, in many cases, are risking their 
lives for our national security? Fur-
ther, they will receive this message at 
a time of heightened strategic competi-
tion with China and Russia and a con-
tinued need to support our allies and 
partners. Meanwhile, we must continue 
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to rebuild the readiness of our Armed 
Forces and take care of our troops and 
their families. 

With regard to rebuilding our readi-
ness, I remember the recent and sig-
nificant dip in the readiness of our B– 
1B bomber fleet at Ellsworth Air Force 
Base in South Dakota. While the Air 
Force has reversed that trend, it re-
mains an example of the wear and tear 
on our forces after 18 years of war. Now 
is not the time to go backward by fail-
ing, for the first time in 58 years, to 
pass a National Defense Authorization 
Act. 

NDAA is must-pass legislation, as it 
has been every year for over half a cen-
tury. That is why Chairman INHOFE in-
troduced his ‘‘skinny’’ NDAA. The 
NDAA is typically bipartisan, and it 
should stay that way. I am hopeful we 
will find a final agreement. 

This is about more than the NDAA. 
It is also about Defense appropriations. 
In that regard, I will not vote for an-
other continuing resolution with its 
distinctive impact on our national se-
curity. 

As chairman of the Cybersecurity 
Subcommittee of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee, I am particularly 
concerned about what failure to enact 
NDAA 2020 would mean for our cyberse-
curity. Some vital cybersecurity meas-
ures in the NDAA passed by the Senate 
include the following: critical funding 
for United Stated Cyber Command, 
CYBERCOM, infrastructure develop-
ment. In a sense, CYBERCOM is at war 
every day, operating in our enemies’ 
backyards to negate or at least reduce 
their ability to attack the United 
States. It is not a coincidence that 
there was no successful interference in 
our 2018 mid-term elections. We can 
thank the men and women of 
CYBERCOM for that. Now is not the 
time to deny them what they need to 
boost their capabilities. Our adver-
saries and enemies will surely boost 
theirs; development of a consistent, 
comprehensive framework to enhance 
the cybersecurity of the U.S. defense 
industrial base after disastrous theft of 
critical defense information relating to 
development of an important new 
weapon system. I am concerned there 
may be other ongoing such instances of 
which we are not even aware; a consor-
tium of universities, to include Dakota 
State University in Madison, SD, to ad-
vise and assist the Secretary of Defense 
on cybersecurity matters; authoriza-
tion for the armed services to use oper-
ation and maintenance funds for the 
rapid creation testing, fielding, and op-
eration of new cyber capabilities; and 
completion of the work of the Cyber-
space Solarium Commission charged 
with evaluating divergent approaches 
to defending the United States in 
cyberspace and driving consensus to-
ward a comprehensive strategy. 

These are just some of the cybersecu-
rity related measures that will have to 
wait another year, unless Congress 
passes NDAA 2020. When added to the 
concerns noted by my fellow chairs, it 
should be clear to all that now is the 
time to put aside partisan obstruc-

tionism and enact this must-pass legis-
lation.∑ 

f 

ARMS EXPORT CONTROL ACT 
NOTIFICATION 

Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, in keeping 
with the committee’s intention to see 
that relevant information is available 
to the full Senate, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD 
at this point the notifications which 
have been received. 

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, DC. 
Hon. JAMES E. RISCH, Chairman, 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 
U.S. Senate, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Pursuant to Section 
38(f)(1) of the Arms Export Control Act (22 
U.S.C. 2778(f)(1)), the Department is trans-
mitting herewith notification of the inten-
tion to transfer jurisdictional control of cer-
tain classes of item currently on the United 
States Munitions List (USML) to the Com-
merce Control List (CCL). 

Attached for your reference are the fol-
lowing documents: a summary of the revi-
sions to the USML; the final regulatory text 
of Categories I, II and III; line-in/line-out 
comparison of the current and revised USML 
Categories I, II and III; the Department of 
Commerce’s revised companion regulatory 
text; and a summary of the controls for 
major defense equipment. 

Sincerely, 
MARY ELIZABETH TAYLOR, 

Assistant Secretary, Bureau of Legislative 
Affairs. 

Enclosures. 
Billing Code 4710–25 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
22 CFR Parts 121, 123, 124, 126, and 129 
[Public Notice 10603] 
RIN 1400–AE30 
International Traffic in Arms Regulations: 

U.S. Munitions List 
Categories I, II, and III 
AGENCY: Department of State. 
ACTION: Final rule. 
§ 121.1 The United States Munitions List. 
* * * * * 
Category I—Firearms and Related Articles 

* (a) Firearms using caseless ammunition. 
* (b) Fully automatic firearms to .50 cal-

iber (12.7 mm) inclusive. 
* (c) Firearms specially designed to inte-

grate fire control, automatic tracking, or 
automatic firing (e.g., Precision Guided Fire-
arms). 

Note to paragraph (c): Integration does not 
include only attaching to the firearm or rail. 

* (d) Fully automatic shotguns regardless 
of gauge. 

* (e) Silencers, mufflers, and sound suppres-
sors. 

(f) [Reserved] 
(g) Barrels, receivers (frames), bolts, bolt 

carriers, slides, or sears specially designed 
for the articles in paragraphs (a), (b), and (d) 
of this category. 

(h) Parts, components, accessories, and at-
tachments, as follows: 

(1) Drum and other magazines for firearms 
to .50 caliber (12.7 mm) inclusive with a ca-
pacity greater than 50 rounds, regardless of 
jurisdiction of the firearm, and specially de-
signed parts and components therefor; 

(2) Parts and components specially de-
signed for conversion of a semiautomatic 
firearm to a fully automatic firearm; 

(3) Parts and components specially de-
signed for defense articles described in para-
graphs (c) and (e); or 

(4) Accessories or attachments specially 
designed to automatically stabilize aim 

(other than gun rests) or for automatic tar-
geting, and specially designed parts and com-
ponents therefor. 

(i) Technical data (see § 120.10 of this sub-
chapter) and defense services (see § 120.9 of 
this subchapter) directly related to the de-
fense articles described in this category and 
classified technical data directly related to 
items controlled in ECCNs 0A501, 0B501, 
0D501, and 0E501 and defense services using 
the classified technical data. (See § 125.4 of 
this subchapter for exemptions.) 

(j)–(w) [Reserved] 
(x) Commodities, software, and technology 

subject to the EAR (see § 120.42 of this sub-
chapter) used in or with defense articles. 

Note to paragraph (x): Use of this paragraph 
is limited to license applications for defense 
articles where the purchase documentation 
includes commodities, software, or tech-
nology subject to the EAR (see § 123.1(b) of 
this subchapter). 

Note to Category I: The following interpre-
tations explain and amplify the terms used 
in this category: 

(1) A firearm is a weapon not over .50 cal-
iber (12.7 mm) which is designed to expel a 
projectile by the deflagration of propellant; 

(2) A fully automatic firearm or shotgun is 
any firearm or shotgun that shoots, is de-
signed to shoot, or can readily be restored to 
shoot, automatically more than one shot, 
without manual reloading, by a single func-
tion of the trigger; and 

(3) Caseless ammunition is firearm ammu-
nition without a cartridge case that holds 
the primer, propellant, and projectile to-
gether as a unit. 

Category II—Guns and Armament 

(a) Guns and armament greater than .50 
caliber (12.7 mm), as follows: 

* (1) Guns, howitzers, artillery, and can-
nons; 

* (2) Mortars; 
* (3) Recoilless rifles; 
* (4) Grenade launchers; or 
(5) Developmental guns and armament 

greater than .50 caliber (12.7 mm) funded by 
the Department of Defense and specially de-
signed parts and components therefor. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a)(5): This paragraph 
does not control guns and armament greater 
than .50 caliber (12.7 mm); (a) in production; 
(b) determined to be subject to the EAR via 
a commodity jurisdiction determination (see 
§ 120.4 of this subchapter); or (c) identified in 
the relevant Department of Defense contract 
or other funding authorization as being de-
veloped for both civil and military applica-
tions. 

Note 2 to paragraph (a)(5): Note 1 does not 
apply to defense articles enumerated on the 
U.S. Munitions List, whether in production 
or development. 

Note 3 to paragraph (a)(5): This provision is 
applicable to those contracts or other fund-
ing authorizations that are dated [INSERT 
DATE ONE YEAR AFTER PUBLICATION IN 
THE FEDERAL REGISTER], or later. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a): This paragraph does 
not include: Non-automatic and non-semi- 
automatic rifles, carbines, and pistols be-
tween .50 (12.7 mm) and .72 caliber (18.288 
mm) that are controlled on the CCL under 
ECCN 0A501; shotguns controlled on the CCL 
under ECCN 0A502; black powder guns and 
armaments manufactured between 1890 and 
1919 controlled on the CCL under ECCN 
0A602; or black powder guns and armaments 
manufactured earlier than 1890. 

Note 2 to paragraph (a): Guns and armament 
when integrated into their carrier (e.g., sur-
face vessels, ground vehicles, or aircraft) are 
controlled in the category associated with 
the carrier. Self-propelled guns and arma-
ment are controlled in USML Category VII. 
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Towed guns and armament and stand-alone 
guns and armament are controlled under this 
category. 

(b) Flamethrowers with an effective range 
greater than or equal to 20 meters. 

(c) [Reserved] 
* (d) Kinetic energy weapon systems spe-

cially designed for destruction or rendering 
mission-abort of a target. 

Note to paragraph (d): Kinetic energy weap-
ons systems include but are not limited to 
launch systems and subsystems capable of 
accelerating masses larger than 0.1g to ve-
locities in excess of 1.6 km/s, in single or 
rapid fire modes, using methods such as: 
Electromagnetic, electrothermal, plasma, 
light gas, or chemical. This does not include 
launch systems and subsystems used for re-
search and testing facilities subject to the 
EAR, which are controlled on the CCL under 
ECCN 2B232. 

(e) Signature reduction devices specially 
designed for the guns and armament con-
trolled in paragraphs (a), (b), and (d) of this 
category (e.g., muzzle flash suppression de-
vices). 

(f)–(i) [Reserved] 
(j) Parts, components, accessories, and at-

tachments, as follows: 
(1) Gun barrels, rails, tubes, and receivers 

specially designed for the weapons controlled 
in paragraphs (a) and (d) of this category; 

(2) Sights specially designed to orient indi-
rect fire weapons; 

(3) Breech blocks for the weapons con-
trolled in paragraphs (a) and (d) of this cat-
egory; 

(4) Firing mechanisms for the weapons con-
trolled in paragraphs (a) and (d) of this cat-
egory and specially designed parts and com-
ponents therefor; 

(5) Systems for firing superposed or 
stacked ammunition and specially designed 
parts and components therefor; 

(6) Servo-electronic and hydraulic ele-
vation adjustment mechanisms; 

(7) Muzzle brakes; 
(8) Bore evacuators; 
(9) Independent ammunition handling sys-

tems for the guns and armament controlled 
in paragraphs (a), (b), and (d) of this cat-
egory; 

(10) Components for independently powered 
ammunition handling systems and platform 
interface, as follows: 

(i) Mounts; 
(ii) Carriages; 
(iii) Gun pallets; 
(iv) Hydro-pneumatic equilibration cyl-

inders; or 
(v) Hydro-pneumatic systems capable of 

scavenging recoil energy to power howitzer 
functions; 

Note to paragraph j(10): For weapons 
mounts specially designed for surface vessels 
and special naval equipment, see Category 
VI. For weapons mounts specially designed 
for ground vehicles, see Category VII. 

(11) Ammunition containers/drums, ammu-
nition chutes, ammunition conveyor ele-
ments, ammunition feeder systems, and am-
munition container/drum entrance and exit 
units, specially designed for the guns and ar-
mament controlled in paragraphs (a), (b), 
and (d) of this category; 

(12) Systems and equipment for the guns 
and armament controlled in paragraphs (a) 
and (d) of this category for use in program-
ming ammunition, and specially designed 
parts and components therefor; 

(13) Aircraft/gun interface units to support 
gun systems with a designed rate of fire 
greater than 100 rounds per minute and spe-
cially designed parts and components there-
for; 

(14) Recoil systems specially designed to 
mitigate the shock associated with the firing 
process of guns integrated into air platforms 

and specially designed parts and components 
therefor; 

(15) Prime power generation, energy stor-
age, thermal management, conditioning, 
switching, and fuel-handling equipment, and 
the electrical interfaces between the gun 
power supply and other turret electric drive 
components specially designed for kinetic 
weapons controlled in paragraph (d) of this 
category; 

(16) Kinetic energy weapon target acquisi-
tion, tracking fire control, and damage as-
sessment systems and specially designed 
parts and components therefor; or 

* (17) Any part, component, accessory, at-
tachment, equipment, or system that: 

(i) Is classified; 
(ii) Contains classified software; or 
(iii) Is being developed using classified in-

formation. 
‘‘Classified’’ means classified pursuant to 

Executive Order 13526, or predecessor order, 
and a security classification guide developed 
pursuant thereto or equivalent, or to the 
corresponding classification rules of another 
government or intergovernmental organiza-
tion. 

(k) Technical data (see § 120.10 of this sub-
chapter) and defense services (see § 120.9 of 
this subchapter) directly related to the de-
fense articles described in paragraphs (a), 
(b), (d), (e), and (j) of this category and clas-
sified technical data directly related to 
items controlled in ECCNs 0A602, 0B602, 
0D602, and 0E602 and defense services using 
the classified technical data. (See § 125.4 of 
this subchapter for exemptions.) 

(1)–(w) [Reserved] 
(x) Commodities, software, and technology 

subject to the EAR (see § 120.42 of this sub-
chapter) used in or with defense articles. 

Note to paragraph (x): Use of this paragraph 
is limited to license applications for defense 
articles where the purchase documentation 
includes commodities, software, or tech-
nology subject to the EAR (see § 123.1(b) of 
this subchapter). 
Category III—Ammunition and Ordnance 

(a) Ammunition, as follows: 
*(1) Ammunition that incorporates a pro-

jectile controlled in paragraph (d)(1) or (3) of 
this category; 

*(2) Ammunition preassembled into links 
or belts; 

*(3) Shotgun ammunition that incor-
porates a projectile controlled in paragraph 
(d)(2) of this category; 

*(4) Caseless ammunition manufactured 
with smokeless powder; 

Note to paragraph (a)(4): Caseless ammuni-
tion is ammunition without a cartridge case 
that holds the primer, propellant, and pro-
jectile together as a unit. 

*(5) Ammunition, except shotgun ammuni-
tion, based on non-metallic cases, or non-me-
tallic cases that have only a metallic base, 
which result in a total cartridge mass 80% or 
less than the mass of a brass- or steel-cased 
cartridge that provides comparable ballistic 
performance; 

*(6) Ammunition employing pyrotechnic 
material in the projectile base or any ammu-
nition employing a projectile that incor-
porates tracer materials of any type having 
peak radiance above 710 nm and designed to 
be observed primarily with night vision opti-
cal systems; 

*(7) Ammunition for fully automatic fire-
arms that fire superposed or stacked projec-
tiles or for guns that fire superposed or 
stacked projectiles; 

*(8) Electromagnetic armament projectiles 
or billets for weapons with a design muzzle 
energy exceeding 5 MJ; 

*(9) Ammunition, not specified above, for 
the guns and armaments controlled in Cat-
egory II; or 

(10) Developmental ammunition funded by 
the Department of Defense and specially de-
signed parts and components therefor. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a)(10): This paragraph 
does not control ammunition: (a) in produc-
tion; (b) determined to be subject to the EAR 
via a commodity jurisdiction determination 
(see § 120.4 of this subchapter); or (c) identi-
fied in the relevant Department of Defense 
contract or other funding authorization as 
being developed for both civil and military 
applications. 

Note 2 to paragraph (a)(10): Note 1 does not 
apply to defense articles enumerated on the 
U.S. Munitions List, whether in production 
or development. 

Note 3 to paragraph (a)(10): This provision is 
applicable to those contracts or other fund-
ing authorizations that are dated [INSERT 
DATE ONE YEAR AFTER PUBLICATION IN 
THE FEDERAL REGISTER], or later. 

(b) Ammunition/ordnance handling equip-
ment specially designed for the articles con-
trolled in this category, as follows: 

(1) Belting, linking, and de-linking equip-
ment; or 

(2) Fuze setting devices. 
(c) [Reserved] 
(d) Parts and components for the articles 

in this category, as follows: 
(1) Projectiles that use pyrotechnic tracer 

materials that incorporate any material hav-
ing peak radiance above 710 nm or are incen-
diary or explosive; 

(2) Shotgun projectiles that are flechettes, 
incendiary, tracer, or explosive; 

Note to paragraph (d)(2): This paragraph 
does not include explosive projectiles spe-
cially designed to produce noise for scaring 
birds or other pests (e.g., bird bombs, whis-
tlers, crackers). 

(3) Projectiles of any caliber produced from 
depleted uranium; 

(4) Projectiles not specified above, guided 
or unguided, for the items controlled in 
USML Category II, and specially designed 
parts and components therefor (e.g., fuzes, 
rotating bands, cases, liners, fins, boosters); 

(5) Canisters or sub-munitions (e.g., 
bomblets or minelets), and specially de-
signed parts and components therefor, for 
the guns or armament controlled in USML 
Category II; 

(6) Projectiles that employ tips (e.g., 
M855A1 Enhanced Performance Round 
(EPR)) or cores regardless of caliber, pro-
duced from one or a combination of the fol-
lowing: tungsten, steel, or beryllium copper 
alloy; 

(7) Cartridge cases, powder bags, or com-
bustible cases specially designed for the 
items controlled in USML Category II; 

(8) Non-metallic cases, including cases that 
have only a metallic base, for the ammuni-
tion controlled in paragraph (a)(5) of this 
category; 

(9) Cartridge links and belts for fully auto-
matic firearms and guns controlled in USML 
Categories I or II; 

(10) Primers other than Boxer, Berdan, or 
shotshell types; 

Note to paragraph (d)(10): This paragraph 
does not control caps or primers of any type 
in use prior to 1890. 

(11) Safing, arming, and fuzing components 
(to include target detection and proximity 
sensing devices) for the ammunition in this 
category and specially designed parts there-
for; 

(12) Guidance and control components for 
the ammunition in this category and spe-
cially designed parts therefor; 

(13) Terminal seeker assemblies for the 
ammunition in this category and specially 
designed parts and components therefor; 

(14) Illuminating flares or target practice 
projectiles for the ammunition controlled in 
paragraph (a)(9) of this category; or 
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* (15) Any part, component, accessory, at-

tachment, equipment, or system that: 
(i) Is classified; 
(ii) Contains classified software; or 
(iii) Is being developed using classified in-

formation. 
‘‘Classified’’ means classified pursuant to 

Executive Order 13526, or predecessor order, 
and a security classification guide developed 
pursuant thereto or equivalent, or to the 
corresponding classification rules of another 
government or intergovernmental organiza-
tion. 

(e) Technical data (see § 120.10 of this sub-
chapter) and defense services (see § 120.9 of 
this subchapter) directly related to the de-
fense articles enumerated in paragraphs (a), 
(b), and (d) of this category and classified 
technical data directly related to items con-
trolled in ECCNs 0A505, 0B505, 0D505, and 
0E505 and defense services using the classi-
fied technical data. (See § 125.4 of this sub-
chapter for exemptions.) 

(f)–(w) [Reserved] 
(x) Commodities, software, and technology 

subject to the EAR (see § 120.42 of this sub-
chapter) used in or with defense articles. 

Note to paragraph (x): Use of this paragraph 
is limited to license applications for defense 
articles where the purchase documentation 
includes commodities, software, or tech-
nology subject to the EAR (see § 123.1(b) of 
this subchapter). 

Note 1 to Category III: This category does 
not control ammunition crimped without a 
projectile (blank star) and dummy ammuni-
tion with a pierced powder chamber. 

Note 2 to Category III: This category does 
not control cartridge and shell casings that, 
prior to export, have been rendered useless 
beyond the possibility of restoration for use 
as a cartridge or shell casing by means of 
heating, flame treatment, mangling, crush-
ing, cutting, or popping. 

Note 3 to Category III: Grenades containing 
non-lethal or less lethal projectiles are under 
the jurisdiction of the Department of Com-
merce. 
Billing Code 4710–25 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
22 CFR Parts 121, 123, 124, 126, and 129 
[Public Notice 10603] 
RIN 1400–AE30 
International Traffic in Arms Regulations: 

U.S. Munitions List 
Categories I, II, and III 
AGENCY: Department of State. 
ACTION: Final rule. 
§ 121.1 The United States Munitions List. 
* * * * * 
Category I—Firearms and Related Articlesø, 

Close Assault Weapons and Combat Shot-
guns¿ 

* (a) Firearms using caseless ammunition 
øNonautomatic and semi-automatic firearms 
to caliber .50 inclusive (12.7 mm).¿ 

* (b) Fully automatic firearms to .50 cal-
iber øinclusive¿ (12.7 mm) inclusive. 

* (c) Firearms specially designed to integrate 
fire control, automatic tracking, or automatic 
firing (e.g., Precision Guided Firearms) øor 
other weapons (e.g. insurgency counterinsur-
gency, close assault weapons systems) hav-
ing a special military application regardless 
of caliber¿. 

Note to paragraph (c): Integration does not 
include only attaching to the firearm or rail. 

* (d) Fully automatic shotguns regardless of 
gauge. 

øCombat shotguns. This includes any shot-
gun with a barrel length less than 18 inches.¿ 

* (e) Silencers, mufflers, and sound øand 
flash¿ suppressors øfor the articles in (a) 
through (d) of this category and their specifi-
cally designed, modified or adapted compo-
nents and parts.¿ 

(f) [Reserved] 
øRiflescopes manufactured to military 

specifications (See category XII(c) for con-
trols on night sighting devices.)¿ 

* (g) Barrels, øcylinders,¿ receivers 
(frames), bolts, bolt carriers, slides, or sears øor 
complete breech mechanisms¿ specially de-
signed for the articles in paragraphs (a), (b), 
and øthrough¿ (d) of this category. 

(h) øComponents, p¿ Parts, components, ac-
cessories, and attachmentsø ¿, as follows: 

øfor the articles in paragraphs (a) through 
(g) of this category.¿ 

(1) Drum and other magazines for firearms to 
.50 caliber (12.7 mm) inclusive with a capacity 
greater than 50 rounds, regardless of jurisdic-
tion of the firearm, and specially designed parts 
and components therefor; 

(2) Parts and components specially designed 
for conversion of a semiautomatic firearm to a 
fully automatic firearm; 

(3) Parts and components specially designed 
for defense articles described in paragraphs (c) 
and (e); or 

(4) Accessories or attachments specially de-
signed to automatically stabilize aim (other than 
gun rests) or for automatic targeting, and spe-
cially designed parts and components therefor. 

(i) Technical data (øas defined in¿ see 
§ 120.10 of this subchapter) and defense serv-
ices øas defined in¿ (see § 120.9 of this sub-
chapter) directly related to the defense arti-
cles described in øparagraphs (a) through (h) 
of¿ this category and classified technical data 
directly related to items controlled in ECCNs 
0A501, 0B501, 0D501, and 0E501 and defense 
services using the classified technical data. (See 
§ 125.4 of this subchapter for exemptions.) 

øTechnical data directly related to the 
manufacture or production of any defense ar-
ticles described elsewhere in this category 
that are designated as Significant Military 
Equipment (SME) shall itself be designated 
SME.¿ 

(j)—(w) [Reserved] øThe following interpre-
tations explain and amplify the terms used 
in this category and throughout this sub-
chapter: 

ø(1) A firearm is a weapon not over .50 cal-
iber (12.7 mm) which is designed to expel a 
projectile by the action of an explosive or 
which may be readily converted to do so. 

ø(2) A rifle is a shoulder firearm which can 
discharge a bullet through a rifled barrel 16 
inches or longer. 

ø(3) A carbine is a lightweight shoulder 
firearm with a barrel under 16 inches in 
length. 

ø(4) A pistol is a hand operated firearm 
having a chamber integral with or perma-
nently aligned with the bore. 

ø(5) A revolver is a hand operated firearm 
with a revolving cylinder containing cham-
bers for individual cartridges. 

ø(6) A submachine gun, ‘‘machine pistol’’ 
or ‘‘machine gun’’ is a firearm originally de-
signed to fire, or capable of being fired, fully 
automatically by a single pull of the trig-
ger.¿ 

(x) Commodities, software, and technology 
subject to the EAR (see 

§ 120.42 of this subchapter) used in or with 
defense articles. 

Note to paragraph (x): Use of this paragraph 
is limited to license applications for defense 
articles where the purchase documentation 
includes commodities, software, or tech-
nology subject to the EAR (see § 123.1(b) of 
this subchapter). 

Note to Category I: The following interpre-
tations explain and amplify the terms used 
in this category: 

(1) A firearm is a weapon not over .50 cal-
iber (12.7 mm) which is designed to expel a 
projectile by the deflagration of propellant; 

(2) A fully automatic firearm or shotgun is 
any firearm or shotgun that shoots, is de-
signed to shoot, or can readily be restored to 
shoot, automatically more than one shot, 
without manual reloading, by a single func-
tion of the trigger; and 

(3) Caseless ammunition is firearm ammu-
nition without a cartridge case that holds 

the primer, propellant, and projectile to-
gether as a unit. 

øThis coverage by the U.S. Munitions List 
in paragraphs (a) through (i) of this category 
excludes any non-combat shotgun with a 
barrel length of 18 inches or longer, BB, pel-
let, and muzzle loading (black powder) fire-
arms. This category does not cover 
riflescopes and sighting devices that are not 
manufactured to military specifications. It 
also excludes accessories and attachments 
(e.g., belts, slings, after market rubber grips, 
cleaning kits) for firearms that do not en-
hance the usefulness, effectiveness, or capa-
bilities of the firearm, components and 
parts. The Department of Commerce regu-
lates the export of such items. See the Ex-
port Administration Regulations (15 CFR 
parts 730–799). In addition, license exemp-
tions for the items in this category are avail-
able in various parts of this subchapter (e.g., 
§§ 123.17, 123.18 and 125.4).¿ 

Category II—Guns and Armament 
* (a) Guns and armament greater than 

øover¿ caliber .50 (øi.e.,¿ (12.7 mm), as fol-
lows: 

* (1) Guns, howitzers, artillery, and can-
nons; 

* (2) Mortars; 
* (3) Recoilless rifles; 
* (4) Grenade launchers; or øwhether towed, 

airborne, self-propelled, or fixed, including 
but not limited to, howitzers, mortars, can-
nons, recoilless rifles, and grenade launch-
ers¿ 

(5) Developmental guns and armament 
greater than .50 caliber (12.7 mm) funded by 
the Department of Defense and specially de-
signed parts and components therefor. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a)(5): This paragraph 
does not control guns and armament greater 
than .50 caliber (12.7 mm); (a) in production; 
(b) determined to be subject to the EAR via 
a commodity jurisdiction determination (see 
§ 120.4 of this subchapter); or (c) identified in 
the relevant Department of Defense contract 
or other funding authorization as being de-
veloped for both civil and military applica-
tions. 

Note 2 to paragraph (a)(5): Note 1 does not 
apply to defense articles enumerated on the 
U.S. Munitions List, whether in production 
or development. 

Note 3 to paragraph (a)(5): This provision is 
applicable to those contracts or other fund-
ing authorizations that are dated [INSERT 
DATE ONE YEAR AFTER PUBLICATION IN 
THE FEDERAL REGISTER], or later. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a): This paragraph does 
not include: Non-automatic and non-semi- 
automatic rifles, carbines, and pistols be-
tween .50 (12.7 mm) and .72 caliber (18.288 
mm) that are controlled on the CCL under 
ECCN 0A501; shotguns controlled on the CCL 
under ECCN 0A502; black powder guns and 
armaments manufactured between 1890 and 
1919 controlled on the CCL under ECCN 
0A602; or black powder guns and armaments 
manufactured earlier than 1890. 

Note 2 to paragraph (a): Guns and armament 
when integrated into their carrier (e.g., sur-
face vessels, ground vehicles, or aircraft) are 
controlled in the category associated with 
the carrier. Self-propelled guns and arma-
ment are controlled in USML Category VII. 
Towed guns and armament and stand-alone 
guns and armament are controlled under this 
category. 

(b) Flameø ¿throwers with an effective 
range greater than or equal to 20 meters. 
øspecifically designed or modified for mili-
tary application.¿ 

(c) [Reserved] øApparatus and devices for 
launching or delivering ordnance, other than 
those articles controlled in Category IV.¿ 

* (d) Kinetic energy weapon systems spe-
cially øspecifically¿ designed øor modified¿ 
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rendering mission-abort of a target. 

Note to paragraph (d): Kinetic energy weap-
ons systems include but are not limited to 
launch systems and subsystems capable of 
accelerating masses larger than 0.1g to ve-
locities in excess of 1.6 km/s, in single or 
rapid fire modes, using methods such as: 
Electromagnetic, electrothermal, plasma, 
light gas, or chemical. This does not include 
launch systems and subsystems used for re-
search and testing facilities subject to the 
EAR, which are controlled on the CCL under 
ECCN 2B232. 

(e) Signature reduction devices øcontrol ma-
terials (e.g., parasitic, structural, coatings, 
screening) techniques, and equip-
ment¿specially øspecifically¿designed ødevel-
oped, configured, adapted or modified to 
alter or reduce the signature (e.g., muzzle 
flash suppression, radar, infrared, visual, 
laser/electro optical, acoustic) of¿ for the 
guns and armament controlled in paragraphs 
(a), (b), and (d) of this category (e.g., muzzle 
flash suppression devices)ødefense articles 
controlled by this category.¿ 

* (f)—(i) [Reserved]øEngines specifically de-
signed or modified for the self-propelled guns 
and howitzers in paragraph (a) of this cat-
egory.¿ 

ø(g) Tooling and equipment specifically de-
signed or modified for the production of de-
fense articles controlled by this category. 

ø(h) Test and evaluation equipment and 
test models specifically designed or modified 
for the articles controlled by this category. 
This includes but is not limited to diagnostic 
instrumentation and physical test models. 

ø(i) Autoloading systems for electronic 
programming of projectile function for the 
defense articles controlled in this Category.¿ 

(j) øAll other components, p¿Parts, compo-
nents, accessories, and attachments, as fol-
lows: øand associated equipment specifically 
designed or modified for the articles in para-
graphs (a) through (i) of this category. This 
includes but is not limited to mounts and 
carriages for the articles controlled in this 
category.¿ 

(1) Gun barrels, rails, tubes, and receivers spe-
cially designed for the weapons controlled in 
paragraphs (a) and (d) of this category; 

(2) Sights specially designed to orient indirect 
fire weapons; 

(3) Breech blocks for the weapons controlled 
in paragraphs (a) and (d) of this category; 

(4) Firing mechanisms for the weapons con-
trolled in paragraphs (a) and (d) of this cat-
egory and specially designed parts and compo-
nents therefor; 

(5) Systems for firing superposed or stacked 
ammunition and specially designed parts and 
components therefor; 

(6) Servo-electronic and hydraulic elevation 
adjustment mechanisms; 

(7) Muzzle brakes; 
(8) Bore evacuators; 
(9) Independent ammunition handling systems 

for the guns and armament controlled in para-
graphs (a), (b), and (d) of this category; 

(10) Components for independently powered 
ammunition handling systems and platform 
interface, as follows: 

(i) Mounts; 
(ii) Carriages; 
(iii) Gun pallets; 
(iv) Hydro-pneumatic equilibration cylinders; 

or 
(v) Hydro-pneumatic systems capable of scav-

enging recoil energy to power howitzer func-
tions; 

Note to paragraph (j)(10): For weapons 
mounts specially designed for surface vessels 
and special naval equipment, see Category VI. 
For weapons mounts specially designed for 
ground vehicles, see Category VII. 

(11) Ammunition containers/drums, ammuni-
tion chutes, ammunition conveyor elements, am-

munition feeder systems, and ammunition con-
tainer/drum entrance and exit units, specially 
designed for the guns and armament controlled 
in paragraphs (a), (b), and (d) of this category; 

(12) Systems and equipment for the guns and 
armament controlled in paragraphs (a) and (d) 
of this category for use in programming ammu-
nition, and specially designed parts and compo-
nents therefor; 

(13) Aircraft/gun interface units to support 
gun systems with a designed rate of fire greater 
than 100 rounds per minute and specially de-
signed parts and components therefor; 

(14) Recoil systems specially designed to miti-
gate the shock associated with the firing process 
of guns integrated into air platforms and spe-
cially designed parts and components therefor; 

(15) Prime power generation, energy storage, 
thermal management, conditioning, switching, 
and fuel-handling equipment, and the electrical 
interfaces between the gun power supply and 
other turret electric drive components specially 
designed for kinetic weapons controlled in para-
graph (d) of this category; 

(16) Kinetic energy weapon target acquisition, 
tracking fire control, and damage assessment 
systems and specially designed parts and compo-
nents therefor; or 

*(17) Any part, component, accessory, attach-
ment, equipment, or system that: 

(i) Is classified; 
(ii) Contains classified software; or 
(iii) Is being developed using classified infor-

mation. 
‘‘Classified’’ means classified pursuant to Ex-

ecutive Order 13526, or predecessor order, and a 
security classification guide developed pursuant 
thereto or equivalent, or to the corresponding 
classification rules of another government or 
intergovernmental organization. 

(k) Technical data (see øas defined in¿ 

§ 120.10 of this subchapter) and defense serv-
ices (see øas defined in¿ § 120.9 of this sub-
chapter) directly related to the defense arti-
cles described in paragraphs (a) , (b), (d), (e), 
and øthrough¿ 

(j) of this category and classified technical 
data directly related to items controlled in 
ECCNs 0A602, 0B602, 0D602, and 0E602 and de-
fense services using the classified technical 
data. (See § 125.4 of this subchapter for exemp-
tions.)øTechnical data directly related to the 
manufacture or production of any defense ar-
ticles described elsewhere in this category 
that are designated as Significant Military 
Equipment (SME) shall itself be designed 
SME.¿ 

(1)–(w) [Reserved] øThe following interpre-
tations explain and amplify the terms used 
in this category and elsewhere in this sub-
chapter: 

ø(1) The kinetic energy weapons systems in 
paragraph (d) of this category include but 
are not limited to: 

ø(i) Launch systems and subsystems capa-
ble of accelerating masses larger than 0.1g to 
velocities in excess of 1.6km/s, in single or 
rapid fire modes, using methods such as: 
electromagnetic, electrothermal, plasma, 
light gas, or chemical; 

ø(ii) Prime power generation, electric 
armor, energy storage, thermal manage-
ment; conditioning, switching or fuel han-
dling equipment; and the electrical inter-
faces between power supply gun and other 
turret electric drive functions; 

ø(iii) Target acquisition, tracking fire con-
trol or damage assessment systems; and 

ø(iv) Homing seeker, guidance or divert 
propulsion (lateral acceleration) systems for 
projectiles. 

ø(2) The articles in this category include 
any end item, component, accessory, attach-
ment part, firmware, software or system 
that has been designed or manufactured 
using technical data and defense services 
controlled by this category. 

ø(3) The articles specifically designed or 
modified for military application controlled 

in this category include any article specifi-
cally developed, configured, or adpated for 
military applications.¿ 

(x) Commodities, software, and technology 
subject to the EAR (see § 120.42 of this sub-
chapter) used in or with defense articles. 

Note to paragraph (x): Use of this paragraph 
is limited to license applications for defense arti-
cles where the purchase documentation includes 
commodities, software, or technology subject to 
the EAR (see § 123.1(b) of this subchapter). 
Category III—Ammunition and Ordnance 

*(a) Ammunition, as follows: øordnance for 
the articles in Categories I and II of this sec-
tion.¿ 

*(1) Ammunition that incorporates a projectile 
controlled in paragraph (d)(1) or (3) of this cat-
egory; 

*(2) Ammunition preassembled into links or 
belts; 

*(3) Shotgun ammunition that incorporates a 
projectile controlled in paragraph (d)(2) of this 
category; 

*(4) Caseless ammunition manufactured with 
smokeless powder; 

Note to paragraph (a)(4): Caseless ammunition 
is ammunition without a cartridge case that 
holds the primer, propellant, and projectile to-
gether as a unit. 

*(5) Ammunition, except shotgun ammunition, 
based on non-metallic cases, or non-metallic 
cases that have only a metallic base, which re-
sult in a total cartridge mass 80% or less than 
the mass of a brass- or steel-cased cartridge that 
provides comparable ballistic performance; 

*(6) Ammunition employing pyrotechnic mate-
rial in the projectile base or any ammunition 
employing a projectile that incorporates tracer 
materials of any type having peak radiance 
above 710 nm and designed to be observed pri-
marily with night vision optical systems; 

*(7) Ammunition for fully automatic firearms 
that fire superposed or stacked projectiles or for 
guns that fire superposed or stacked projectiles; 

*(8) Electromagnetic armament projectiles or 
billets for weapons with a design muzzle energy 
exceeding 5 MJ; 

*(9) Ammunition, not specified above, for the 
guns and armaments controlled in Category II; 
or 

(10) Developmental ammunition funded by the 
Department of Defense and specially designed 
parts and components therefor. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a)(10): This paragraph 
does not control ammunition: (a) in production; 
(b) determined to be subject to the EAR via a 
commodity jurisdiction determination (see § 120.4 
of this subchapter); or (c) identified in the rel-
evant Department of Defense contract or other 
funding authorization as being developed for 
both civil and military applications. 

Note 2 to paragraph (a)(10): Note 1 does not 
apply to defense articles enumerated on the U.S. 
Munitions List, whether in production or devel-
opment. 

Note 3 to paragraph (a)(10): This provision is 
applicable to those contracts or other funding 
authorizations that are dated [INSERT DATE 
ONE YEAR AFTER PUBLICATION IN THE 
FEDERAL REGISTER], or later. 

(b) Ammunition/ordnance handling equip-
ment specially øspecifically¿ designed øor 
modified¿ for the articles controlled in this 
category, as follows:,̄ øsuch as, belting, link-
ing, and de-linking equipment.¿ 

(1) Belting, linking, and de-linking equipment; 
or 

(2) Fuze setting devices. 
(c) [Reserved] øEquipment and tooling spe-

cifically designed or modified for the produc-
tion of defense articles controlled by this 
category.¿ 

(d) øComponents, p¿ Parts and components, 
øaccesories, attachments and associated 
equipment specifically designed or modified¿ 

for the articles in this category, as follows: 
*(1) Projectiles that use pyrotechnic tracer 

materials that incorporate any material having 
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peak radiance above 710 nm or are incendiary or 
explosive øGuidance and control components 
for the articles in paragraph (a) of this cat-
egory¿; 

*(2) Shotgun projectiles that are flechettes, in-
cendiary, tracer, or explosive; øSafing, arming 
and fuzing components (including target de-
tection and localization devices) for the arti-
cles in paragraph (a) of this category; and¿ 

Note to paragraph (d)(2): This paragraph does 
not include explosive projectiles specially de-
signed to produce noise for scaring birds or 
other pests (e.g., bird bombs, whistlers, crack-
ers). 

(3) Projectiles of any caliber produced from 
depleted uranium; All other components, 
parts, accessories, attachments and associ-
ated equipment for the articles in para-
graphs (a) through (c) of this category. 

(4) Projectiles not specified above, guided or 
unguided, for the items controlled in USML Cat-
egory II, and specially designed parts and com-
ponents therefor (e.g., fuzes, rotating bands, 
cases, liners, fins, boosters); 

(5) Canisters or sub-munitions (e.g., bomblets 
or minelets), and specially designed parts and 
components therefor, for the guns or armament 
controlled in USML Category II; 

(6) Projectiles that employ tips (e.g., M855A1 
Enhanced Performance Round (EPR)) or cores 
regardless of caliber, produced from one or a 
combination of the following: tungsten, steel, or 
beryllium copper alloy; 

(7) Cartridge cases, powder bags, or combus-
tible cases specially designed for the items con-
trolled in USML Category II; 

(8) Non-metallic cases, including cases that 
have only a metallic base, for the ammunition 
controlled in paragraph (a)(5) of this category; 

(9) Cartridge links and belts for fully auto-
matic firearms and guns controlled in USML 
Categories I or II; 

(10) Primers other than Boxer, Berdan, or 
shotshell types; 

Note to paragraph (d)(10): This paragraph 
does not control caps or primers of any type 
in use prior to 1890. 

(11) Safing, arming, and fuzing components 
(to include target detection and proximity 
sensing devices) for the ammunition in this 
category and specially designed parts there-
for; 

(12) Guidance and control components for 
the ammunition in this category and spe-
cially designed parts therefor; 

(13) Terminal seeker assemblies for the 
ammunition in this category and specially 
designed parts and components therefor; 

(14) Illuminating flares or target practice 
projectiles for the ammunition controlled in 
paragraph (a)(9) of this category; or 

* (15) Any part, component, accessory, at-
tachment, equipment, or system that: 

(i) Is classified; 
(ii) Contains classified software; or 
(iii) Is being developed using classified in-

formation. 
‘‘Classified’’ means classified pursuant to 

Executive Order 13526, or predecessor order, 
and a security classification guide developed 
pursuant thereto or equivalent, or to the 
corresponding classification rules of another 
government or intergovernmental organiza-
tion. 

(e) Technical data (see øas defined in¿ 

§ 120.10 of this subchapter) and defense serv-
ices (see øas defined in¿ § 120.9 of this sub-
chapter) directly related to the defense arti-
cles enumerated in paragraphs (a), (b), and 
øthrough¿ (d) of this category and classified 
technical data directly related to items con-
trolled in ECCNs 0A505, 0B505, 0D505, and 
0E505 and defense services using the classi-
fied technical data. (See § 125.4 of this sub-
chapter for exemptions.) øTechnical data di-
rectly related to the manufacture or produc-
tion of any defense articles described else-
where in this category that are designated as 

Significant Military Equipment (SME) shall 
itself be designated SME.¿ 

(f)–(w) [Reserved] 
(x) Commodities, software, and technology 

subject to the EAR (see § 120.42 of this sub-
chapter) used in or with defense articles. 
øThe following explains and amplifies the 
terms used in this category and elsewhere in 
this subchapter. 

ø(1) The components, parts, accessories and 
attachments controlled in this category in-
clude, but are not limited to cartridge cases, 
powder bags (or other propellant charges), 
bullets, jackets, cores, shells (excluding 
shotgun shells), projectiles (including can-
ister rounds and submunitions therefor), 
boosters, firing components, therefor, prim-
ers, and other detonating devices for the de-
fense articles controlled in this category.¿ 

Note to paragraph (x): Use of this paragraph 
is limited to license applications for defense 
articles where the purchase documentation 
includes commodities, software, or tech-
nology subject to the EAR (see § 123.1(b) of 
this subchapter). 

Note 1 to Category III: This category does 
not control ammunition crimped without a 
projectile (blank star) and dummy ammuni-
tion with a pierced powder chamber. 

Note 2 to Category III: ø(2)¿This category 
does not control cartridge and shell casings 
that, prior to export, have been rendered use-
less beyond the possibility of restoration for 
use as a cartridge or shell casing by means of 
heating, flame treatment, mangling, crush-
ing, cutting, or popping. ø(3) Equipment and 
tooling in paragraph (c) of this category does 
not include equipment for hand loading am-
munition. 

ø(4) The articles in this category include 
any end item, component, accessory, attach-
ment, part, firmware, software, or system 
that has been designed or manufactured 
using technical data and defense services 
controlled by this category. 

ø(5) The articles specifically designed or 
modified for military application controlled 
in this category include any article specifi-
cally developed, configured, or adapted for 
military application¿ 

Note 3 to Category III: Grenades containing 
non-lethal or less lethal projectiles are under 
the jurisdiction of the Department of Com-
merce. 
* * * * * 
Billing Code: 3510–33–P 
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
Bureau of Industry and Security 
15 CFR Parts 732, 734, 736, 740, 742, 743, 744, 

746, 748, 758, 762, 772, and 774 
[Docket No. 191107–0079] 
RIN 0694–AF47 
Control of Firearms, Guns, Ammunition and 

Related Articles the President Deter-
mines No Longer Warrant Control under 
the United States Munitions List (USML) 

AGENCY: Bureau of Industry and Security, 
Department of Commerce. 

ACTION: Final rule. 
1. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 

732 is revised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 

4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13026, 61 
FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 228; E.O. 
13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; 
Notice of August 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 
13, 2018). 

2. Section 732.2 is amended by adding one 
sentence to the end of the paragraph (b) in-
troductory text to read as follows: 
§ 732.2 Steps regarding scope of the EAR. 
* * * * * 

(b) * * * The following also remains sub-
ject to the EAR: ‘‘software’’ or ‘‘technology’’ 
for the production of a firearm, or firearm 
frame or receiver, controlled under ECCN 
0A501, as referenced in 734.7(c)). 

* * * * * 
PART 734—SCOPE OF THE EXPORT ADMIN-

ISTRATION REGULATIONS 
3. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 

734 is revised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 

4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 12938, 59 
FR 59099, 3 CFR, 1994 Comp., p. 950; E.O. 
13020, 61 FR 54079, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 219; 
E.O. 13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 
228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 
Comp., p. 783; E.O. 13637, 78 FR 16129, 3 CFR, 
2014 Comp., p. 223; Notice of August 8, 2018, 83 
FR 39871 (August 13, 2018); Notice of Novem-
ber 8, 2018, 83 FR 56253 (November 9, 2018). 

4. Section 734.7 is amended by: 
a. Revising paragraph (a) introductory 

text; and 
b. Adding paragraph (c) to read as follows: 

§ 734.7 Published. 
(a) Except as set forth in paragraph (b) and 

(c) of this section, unclassified ‘‘technology’’ 
or ‘‘software’’ is ‘‘published,’’ and is thus not 
‘‘technology’’ or ‘‘software’’ subject to the 
EAR, when it has been made available to the 
public without restrictions upon its further 
dissemination such as through any of the fol-
lowing: 
* * * * * 

(c) The following remains subject to the 
EAR: ‘‘software’’ or ‘‘technology’’ for the 
production of a firearm, or firearm frame or 
receiver, controlled under ECCN 0A501, that 
is made available by posting on the internet 
in an electronic format, such as AMF or G- 
code, and is ready for insertion into a com-
puter numerically controlled machine tool, 
additive manufacturing equipment, or any 
other equipment that makes use of the ‘‘soft-
ware’’ or ‘‘technology’’ to produce the fire-
arm frame or receiver or complete firearm. 
* * * * * 
PART 736—GENERAL PROHIBITIONS 

5. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 
736 is revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 
4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 2151 
note; E.O. 12938, 59 FR 59099, 3 CFR, 1994 
Comp., p. 950; E.O. 13020, 61 FR 54079, 3 CFR, 
1996 Comp., p. 219; E.O. 13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 
CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 
44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; E.O. 13338, 69 
FR 26751, 3 CFR, 2004 Comp., p. 168; Notice of 
August 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 2018); 
Notice of November 8, 2018, 83 FR 56253 (No-
vember 9, 2018); Notice of May 8, 2019, 84 FR 
20537 (May 10, 2019). 

6. Supplement No. 1 to part 736 is amended 
by revising paragraph (e)(3) to read as fol-
lows: 
SUPPLEMENT NO. 1 TO PART 736—GEN-

ERAL ORDERS 
* * * * * 

(e) * * * 
(3) Prior commodity jurisdiction determina-

tions. If the U.S. State Department has pre-
viously determined that an item is not sub-
ject to the jurisdiction of the ITAR and the 
item was not listed in a then existing ‘‘018’’ 
series ECCN (for purposes of the ‘‘600 series’’ 
ECCNs, or the 0x5zz ECCNs) or in a then ex-
isting ECCN 9A004.b or related software or 
technology ECCN (for purposes of the 9x515 
ECCNs), then the item is per se not within 
the scope of a ‘‘600 series’’ ECCN, a 0x5zz 
ECCN, or a 9x515 ECCN. If the item was not 
listed elsewhere on the CCL at the time of 
such determination (i.e., the item was des-
ignated EAR99), the item shall remain des-
ignated as EAR99 unless specifically enumer-
ated by BIS or DDTC in an amendment to 
the CCL or to the USML, respectively. 
* * * * * 
PART 740—LICENSE EXCEPTIONS 

7. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 
740 is revised to read as follows: 
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Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 4601 

et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et 
seq.; E.O. 13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 
Comp., p. 228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 
2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice of August 8, 2018, 83 
FR 39871 (August 13, 2018). 

8. Section 740.2 is amended by adding para-
graphs (a)(21) and (22) to read as follows: 

§ 740.2 Restrictions on all license exceptions. 
(a) * * * 
(21) The reexport or transfer (in-country) 

of firearms classified under ECCNs 0A501 or 
0A502 if a part or component that is not 
‘‘subject to the ITAR,’’ but would otherwise 
meet the criteria in USML Category I(h)(2) 
(i.e., parts and components specially de-
signed for conversion of a semiautomatic 
firearm to a fully automatic firearm) is in-
corporated into the firearm or is to be reex-
ported or transferred (in-country) with the 
firearm with ‘‘knowledge’’ the part or com-
ponent will be subsequently incorporated 
into the firearm. (See USML Category 
I(h)(2)). In such instances, no license excep-
tions are available except for License Excep-
tion GOV (740.11(b)(2)(ii)). 

(22) The export, reexport, or transfer (in- 
country) of any item classified under a 0x5zz 
ECCN when a party to the transaction is des-
ignated on the Department of the Treasury, 
Office of Foreign Assets Control (OFAC), 
Specially Designated Nationals and Blocked 
Persons (SDN) list under the designation 
[SDNT], pursuant to the Narcotics Traf-
ficking Sanctions Regulations, 31 CFR part 
536, or under the designation [SDNTK], pur-
suant to the Foreign Narcotics Kingpin 
Sanctions Regulations, 31 CFR part 598. 

9. Section 740.9 is amended by: 
a. Adding five sentences at the end of para-

graph (a) introductory text; 
b. Adding one sentence at the end of para-

graph (b)(1) introductory text; 
c. Adding paragraph (b)(5); and 
d. Redesignating notes 1 through 3 to para-

graph (b) as notes 2 through 4 to paragraph 
(b); 

The additions read as follows: 

§ 740.9 Temporary imports, exports, reex-
ports, and transfers (in-country) (TMP). 

* * * * * 

(a) * * * This paragraph (a) does not au-
thorize any export of a commodity con-
trolled under ECCNs 0A501.a or .b, or shot-
guns with a barrel length less than 18 inches 
controlled under ECCN 0A502 to, or any ex-
port of such an item that was imported into 
the United States from, a country in Coun-
try Group D:5 (Supplement No. 1 of this 
part), or from Russia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, Turkmenistan, 
Ukraine, or Uzbekistan. The only provisions 
of this paragraph (a) that are eligible for use 
to export such items are paragraph (a)(5) of 
this section (‘‘Exhibition and demonstra-
tion’’) and paragraph (a)(6) of this section 
(‘‘Inspection, test, calibration, and repair’’). 
In addition, this paragraph (a) may not be 
used to export more than 75 firearms per 
shipment. In accordance with the require-
ments in § 758.1(b)(9) and (g)(4) of the EAR, 
the exporter or its agent must provide docu-
mentation that includes the serial number, 
make, model, and caliber of each firearm 
being exported by filing these data elements 
in an EEI filing in AES. In accordance with 
the exclusions in License Exception TMP 
under paragraph (b)(5) of this section, the 
entry clearance requirements in § 758.1(b)(9) 
do not permit the temporary import of: fire-
arms controlled in ECCN 0A501.a or .b that 
are shipped from or manufactured in a Coun-
try Group D:5 country, or that are shipped 
from or manufactured in Russia, Georgia, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbekistan (ex-

cept for any firearm model designation (if 
assigned) controlled by 0A501 that is speci-
fied under Annex A in Supplement No. 4 to 
part 740);); or shotguns with a barrel length 
less than 18 inches controlled in ECCN 0A502 
that are shipped from or manufactured in a 
Country Group D:5 country, or from Russia, 
Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbekistan, be-
cause of the exclusions in License Exception 
TMP under paragraph (b)(5) of this section. 
* * * * * 

(b) * * * 
(1) * * * No provision of paragraph (b) of 

this section, other than paragraph (b)(3), (4), 
or (5), may be used to export firearms con-
trolled by ECCN 0A501.a, .b, or shotguns with 
a barrel length less than 18 inches controlled 
in ECCN 0A502. 
* * * * * 

(5) Exports of firearms and certain shot-
guns temporarily in the United States. This 
paragraph (b)(5) authorizes the export of no 
more than 75 end item firearms per shipment 
controlled by ECCN 0A501.a or .b, or shot-
guns with a barrel length less than 18 inches 
controlled in ECCN 0A502 that are tempo-
rarily in the United States for a period not 
exceeding one year, provided that: 

(i) The firearms were not shipped from or 
manufactured in a U.S. arms embargoed 
country, i.e., destination listed in Country 
Group D:5 in Supplement No. 1 to part 740 of 
the EAR; 

(ii) The firearms were not shipped from or 
manufactured in Russia, Georgia, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbekistan, ex-
cept for any firearm model controlled by 
0A501 that is specified under Annex A in Sup-
plement No. 4 to part 740; and 

(iii) The firearms are not ultimately des-
tined to a U.S. arms embargoed country, i.e., 
destination listed in Country Group D:5 in 
Supplement No. 1 to part 740 of the EAR, or 
to Russia; 

(iv) When the firearms entered the U.S. as 
a temporary import, the temporary importer 
or its agent: 

(A) Provided the following statement to 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection: ‘‘This 
shipment will be exported in accordance 
with and under the authority of License 
cException TMP (15 CFR 740.9(b)(5))’’; 

(B) Provided to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection an invoice or other appropriate 
import-related documentation (or electronic 
equivalents) that includes a complete list 
and description of the firearms being tempo-
rarily imported, including their model, 
make, caliber, serial numbers, quantity, and 
U.S. dollar value; and 

(C) Provided (if temporarily imported for a 
trade show, exhibition, demonstration, or 
testing) to U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion the relevant invitation or registration 
documentation for the event and an accom-
panying letter that details the arrangements 
to maintain effective control of the firearms 
while they are in the United States. 

(v) In addition to the export clearance re-
quirements of part 758 of the EAR, the ex-
porter or its agent must provide the import 
documentation related to paragraph 
(b)(5)(iv)(B) of this section to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection at the time of export. 

Note 1 to paragraph (b)(5): In addition to 
complying with all applicable EAR require-
ments for the export of commodities de-
scribed in paragraph (b)(5), exporters and 
temporary importers should contact U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection (CBP) at the 
port of temporary import or export, or at the 
CBP website, for the proper procedures for 
temporarily importing or exporting firearms 
controlled in ECCN 0A501.a or .b or shotguns 
with a barrel length less than 18 inches con-

trolled in ECCN 0A502, including regarding 
how to provide any data or documentation 
required by BIS. 
* * * * * 

10. Section 740.10 is amended by: 
a. Adding one sentence at the end of para-

graph (b)(1); and 
b. Adding paragraph (b)(4). 
The additions read as follows: 

§ 740.10 Servicing and replacement of parts 
and equipment (RPL) 
* * * * * 
(b) * * * 
(1) * * * The export of firearms con-

trolled by ECCN 0A501.a or .b, or shotguns 
with a barrel length less than 18 inches con-
trolled in ECCN 0A502 temporarily in the 
United States for servicing and replacement 
may be exported under paragraphs (b)(2) or 
(3) of this section only if the additional re-
quirements in paragraph (b)(4) of this section 
are also met. 
* * * * * 

(4) Exports of firearms and certain shot-
guns temporarily in the United States for 
servicing and replacement. This paragraph 
(b)(4) authorizes the export of firearms con-
trolled by ECCN 0A501.a or .b, or shotguns 
with a barrel length less than 18 inches con-
trolled in ECCN 0A502 that are temporarily 
in the United States for servicing or replace-
ment for a period not exceeding one year or 
the time it takes to service or replace the 
commodity, whichever is shorter, provided 
that the requirements of paragraphs (b)(2) or 
(3) of this section are met and: 

(i) The firearms were not shipped from or 
manufactured in Russia, Georgia, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbekistan, ex-
cept for any firearm model controlled by 
0A501 that is specified under Annex A in Sup-
plement No. 4 to part 740; 

(ii) When the firearms entered the U.S. as 
a temporary import, the temporary importer 
or its agent: 

(A) Provided the following statement to 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection: ‘‘This 
shipment will be exported in accordance 
with and under the authority of License Ex-
ception RPL (15 CFR 740.10(b))’’; 

(B) Provided to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection an invoice or other appropriate 
import-related documentation (or electronic 
equivalents) that includes a complete list 
and description of the firearms being tempo-
rarily imported, including their model, 
make, caliber, serial numbers, quantity, and 
U.S. dollar value; and 

(C) Provided (if temporarily imported for 
servicing or replacement) to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection the name, address and 
contact information (telephone number and/ 
or email) of the organization or individual in 
the U.S. that will be receiving the item for 
servicing or replacement. 

(iii) In addition to the export clearance re-
quirements of part 758 of the EAR, the ex-
porter or its agent must provide the import 
documentation related to paragraph 
(b)(4)(iii)(B) of this section to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection at the time of export. 

Note 1 to paragraph (b)(4): In addition to 
complying with all applicable EAR require-
ments for the export of commodities de-
scribed in paragraph (b)(4), exporters and 
temporary importers should contact U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection (CBP) at the 
port of temporary import or export, or at the 
CBP website, for the proper procedures for 
temporarily importing or exporting firearms 
controlled in ECCN 0A501.a or .b or shotguns 
with a barrel length less than 18 inches con-
trolled in ECCN 0A502, including regarding 
how to provide any data or documentation 
required by BIS. 
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* * * * * 

11. Section 740.11 is amended by: 
a. Adding two sentences at the end of the 

introductory text; 
b. Adding Note 2 to paragraph (b)(2); and 
c. Redesignating note 1 to paragraph (c)(1) 

as note 3 to paragraph (c)(1) and notes 1 and 
2 to paragraph (e) as notes 4 and 5 to para-
graph (e). 

The additions read as follows: 
§ 740.11 Governments, international organiza-

tions, international inspections, under the 
Chemical Weapons Convention, and the 
International Space Station (GOV). 
* * * Commodities listed in ECCN 0A501 

are eligible only for transactions described 
in paragraphs (b)(2)(i) and (ii) of this section. 
Any item listed in a Ox5zz ECCN for export, 
reexport, or transfer (in-country) to an E:1 
country is eligible only for transactions de-
scribed in paragraphs (b)(2)(i) and (ii) solely 
for U.S. Government official use of this sec-
tion. 
* * * * * 

Note 2 to paragraph (b)(2): Items controlled 
for NS, MT, CB, NP, FC, or AT reasons may 
not be exported, reexported, or transferred 
(in-country) to, or for the use of military, 
police, intelligence entities, or other sen-
sitive end users (e.g., contractors or other 
governmental parties performing functions 
on behalf of military, police, or intelligence 
entities) of a government in a Country Group 
E:1 or E:2 country. 
* * * * * 

12. Section 740.14 is amended by revising 
paragraph (b)(4) introductory text, revising 
the heading to paragraph (e), and by adding 
paragraphs (e)(3) and (4) to read as follows: 
§ 740.14 Baggage (BAG). 
* * * * * 

(b) * * * 
(4) Tools of trade. Usual and reasonable 

kinds and quantities of tools, instruments, 
or equipment and their containers and also 
technology for use in the trade, occupation, 
employment, vocation, or hobby of the trav-
eler or members of the household who are 
traveling or moving. For special provisions 
regarding firearms and ammunition, see 
paragraph (e) of this section. For special pro-
visions regarding encryption commodities 
and software subject to EI controls, see para-
graph (f) of this section. For a special provi-
sion that specifies restrictions regarding the 
export or reexport of technology under this 
paragraph (b)(4), see paragraph (g) of this 
section. For special provisions regarding per-
sonal protective equipment under ECCN 
1A613.c or .d, see paragraph (h) of this sec-
tion. 
* * * * * 

(e) Special provisions for firearms and am-
munition. * * * 

(3) A United States citizen or a permanent 
resident alien leaving the United States may 
export under this License Exception fire-
arms, ‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ 
or ‘‘attachments’’ controlled under ECCN 
0A501 and ammunition controlled under 
ECCN 0A505.a, subject to the following limi-
tations: 

(i) Not more than three firearms and 1,000 
rounds of ammunition may be taken on any 
one trip. 

(ii) ‘‘Parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ 
and ‘‘attachments’’ exported pursuant to 
this paragraph must be of a kind and limited 
to quantities that are reasonable for the ac-
tivities described in paragraph (e)(3)(iv) of 
this section or that are necessary for routine 
maintenance of the firearms being exported. 

(iii) The commodities must be with the 
person’s baggage. 

(iv) The commodities must be for the per-
son’s exclusive use and not for resale or 

other transfer of ownership or control. Ac-
cordingly, except as provided in paragraph 
(e)(4) of this section, firearms, ‘‘parts,’’ 
‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ ‘‘attach-
ments,’’ and ammunition, may not be ex-
ported permanently under this License Ex-
ception. All firearms, ‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘compo-
nents,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ or ‘‘attachments’’ 
controlled under ECCN 0A501 and all unused 
ammunition controlled under ECCN 0A505.a 
exported under this License Exception must 
be returned to the United States. 

(v) Travelers leaving the United States 
temporarily are required to declare the fire-
arms, ‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ 
‘‘attachments,’’ and ammunition being ex-
ported under this license exception to a Cus-
toms and Border Protection (CBP) officer 
prior to departure from the United States 
and present such items to the CBP officer for 
inspection, confirming that the authority for 
the export is License Exception BAG and 
that the exporter is compliant with its 
terms. 

(4) A nonimmigrant alien leaving the 
United States may export or reexport under 
this License Exception only such firearms 
controlled under ECCN 0A501 and ammuni-
tion controlled under ECCN 0A505 as he or 
she brought into the United States under the 
relevant provisions of Department of Justice 
regulations at 27 CFR part 478. 
* * * * * 
§ 740.16 [AMENDED] 

13. Section 740.16 is amended by: 
a. Revising paragraph (a)(2); 
b. Revising paragraphs (b)(2)(iv) and (v); 

and 
c. Adding paragraph (b)(2)(vi); 
The revisions and addition read as follows: 

§ 740.16 Additional permissive reexports 
(APR). 
* * * * * 
(a) * * * 
(2) The commodities being reexported are 

not controlled for NP, CB, MT, SI, or CC rea-
sons or described in ECCNs 0A919, 3A001.b.2 
or b.3 (except those that are being reexported 
for use in civil telecommunications applica-
tions), 6A002, 6A003; or commodities classi-
fied under a 0x5zz ECCN; and 
* * * * * 

(b) * * * 
(2) * * * 
(iv) Commodities described in ECCN 0A504 

that incorporate an image intensifier tube; 
(v) Commodities described in ECCN 6A002; 

or 
(vi) Commodities classified under a Ox5zz 

ECCN. 
* * * * * 

14. Section 740.20 is amended by revising 
paragraph (b)(2)(ii) to read as follows: 
§740.20 License Exception Strategic Trade 

Authorization (STA). 
* * * * * 

(b) * * * 
(2) * * * 
(ii) License Exception STA may not be 

used for: 
(A) Any item controlled in ECCNs 0A501.a, 

.b, .c, .d, or .e; 0A981; 0A982; 0A983; 0A503; 
0E504; 0E982; or 

(B) Shotguns with barrel length less than 
18 inches controlled in 0A502. 
* * * * * 

15. Add Supplement No. 4 to part 740 to 
read as follows: 
SUPPLEMENT NO. 4 TO PART 740—ANNEX 

A FIREARM MODELS 
(a) Pistols/revolvers. 
(1) German Model P08 Pistol = SMCR. 
(2) IZH 34M, .22 Target pistol. 
(3) IZH 35M, .22 caliber Target pistol. 

(4) Mauser Model 1896 pistol = SMCR. 
(5) MC–57–1 pistol. 
(6) MC–1–5 pistol. 
(7) Polish Vis Model 35 pistol = SMCR. 
(8) Soviet Nagant revolver = SMCR. 
(9) TOZ 35, .22 caliber Target pistol. 
(10) MTs 440. 
(11) MTs 57–1. 
(12) MTs 59–1. 
(13) MTs 1–5. 
(14) TOZ–35M (starter pistol). 
(15) Biathlon–7K. 
(b) Rifles. 
(1) BARS–4 Bolt Action carbine. 
(2) Biathlon target rifle, .22. 
(3) British Enfield rifle = SMCR. 
(4) CM2, .22 target rifle (also known as 

SM2, .22). 
(5) German model 98K = SMCR. 
(6) German model G41 = SMCR. 
(7) German model G43 = SMCR. 
(8) IZH–94. 
(9) LOS–7, bolt action. 
(10) MC–7–07. 
(11) MC–18–3. 
(12) MC–19–07. 
(13) MC–105–01. 
(14) MC–112–02. 
(15) MC–113–02. 
(16) MC–115–1. 
(17) MC–125/127. 
(18) MC–126. 
(19) MC–128. 
(20) Saiga. 
(21) Soviet Model 38 carbine = SMCR. 
(22) Soviet Model 44 carbine-SMCR. 
(23) Soviet Model 91/30 rifle = SMCR. 
(24) TOZ 18, .22 bolt action. 
(25) TOZ 55. 
(26) TOZ 78. 
(27) Ural Target, .221r. 
(28) VEPR rifle. 
(29) Winchester Model 1895, Russian Model 

rifle = SMCR. 
(30) Sever—double barrel. 
(31) IZH18MH single barrel break action. 
(32) MP–251 over/under rifle. 
(33) MP–221 double barrel rifle. 
(34) MP–141K. 
(35) MP–161K. 
(36) MTs 116–1. 
(37) MTs 116M. 
(38) MTs 112–02. 
(39) MTs 115–1. 
(40) MTs 113–02. 
(41) MTs 105–01. 
(42) MTs 105–05. 
(43) MTs 7–17 combination gun. 
(44) MTs 7–12–07 rifle/shotgun. 
(45) MTs 7–07. 
(46) MTs 109–12–07 rifle. 
(47) MTs 109–07 rifle. 
(48) MTs 106–07 combination. 
(49) MTs 19–97. 
(50) MTs 19–09. 
(51) MTs 18–3M. 
(52) MTs 125. 
(53) MTs 126. 
(54) MTs 127. 
(55) Berkut–2. 
(56) Berkut–2M1. 
(57) Berkut–3. 
(58) Berkut–2–1. 
(59) Berkut–2M2. 
(60) Berkut–3–1. 
(61) Ots–25. 
(62) MTs 20–07. 
(63) LOS–7–1. 
(64) LOS –7–2. 
(65) LOS–9–1. 
(66) Sobol (Sable). 
(67) Rekord. 
(68) Bars–4–1. 
(69) Saiga. 
(70) Saiga–M. 
(71) Saiga 308. 
(72) Saiga–308–1. 
(73) Saiga 308–2. 
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(74) Saiga–9. 
(75) Korshun. 
(76) Ural–5–1. 
(77) Ural 6–1. 
(78) Ural–6–2. 
(79) SM–2. 
(80) Biatlon–7–3. 
(81) Biatlon–7–4. 
(82) Rekord–1. 
(83) Rekord–2. 
(84) Rekord–CISM. 
(85) Rekord–1–308. 
(86) Rekord–2–308. 
(87) Rekord–1–308–CISM. 
(88) VEPR. 
(89) VEPR Super. 
(90) VEPR Pioneer. 
(91) VEPR Safari. 
(92) TOZ 109. 
(93) KO 44–1. 
(94) TOZ 78–01. 
(95) KO 44. 
(96) TOZ 99. 
(97) TOZ 99–01. 
(98) TOZ 55–01 Zubr. 
(99) TOZ 55–2 Zubr. 
(100) TOZ 120 Zubr. 
(101) MTs 111. 
(102) MTs 109. 
(103) TOZ 122. 
(104) TOZ 125. 
(105) TOZ 28. 
(106) TOZ 300. 

PART 742—CONTROL POLICY—CCL BASED 
CONTROLS 

16. The authority citation for part 742 is re-
vised to read as follows: 

Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 
4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 
3201 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. 2139a; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et 
seq.; 22 U.S.C. 7210; Sec. 1503, Pub. L. 108–11, 
117 Stat. 559; E.O. 12058, 43 FR 20947, 3 CFR, 
1978 Comp., p. 179; E.O. 12851, 58 FR 33181, 3 
CFR, 1993 Comp., p. 608; E.O. 12938, 59 FR 
59099, 3 CFR, 1994 Comp., p. 950; E.O. 13026, 61 
FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 228; E.O. 
13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; 
Presidential Determination 2003–23, 68 FR 
26459, 3 CFR, 2004 Comp., p. 320; Notice of Au-
gust 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 2018); No-
tice of November 8, 2018, 83 FR 56253 (Novem-
ber 9, 2018). 

17. Section 742.6 is amended by revising the 
first and sixth sentences of paragraph 
(b)(1)(i) and adding a seventh sentence at the 
end of paragraph (b)(1)(i) to read as follows: 

742.6 Regional stability. 
* * * * * 

(b) * * * 
(1) * * * 
(i) Applications for exports and reexports 

of ECCN 0A501, 0A504, 0A505, 0B501, 0B505, 
0D501, 0D505, 0E501, 0E504, and 0E505 items; 
9x515 items and ‘‘600 series’’ items and will 
be reviewed on a case-by-case basis to deter-
mine whether the transaction is contrary to 
the national security or foreign policy inter-
ests of the United States, including the for-
eign policy interest of promoting the observ-
ance of human rights throughout the world. 
* * * When destined to the People’s Republic 
of China or a country listed in Country 
Group E:1 in Supplement No. 1 to part 740 of 
the EAR, items classified under ECCN 0A501, 
0A505, 0B501, 0B505, 0D501, 0D505, 0E501, 0E504, 
and 0E505 or any 9x515 ECCN will be subject 
to a policy of denial. In addition, applica-
tions for exports and reexports of ECCN 
0A501, 0A505, 0B501, 0B505, 0D501, 0D505, 0E501, 
0E504, and 0E505 items when there is reason 
to believe the transaction involves criminal 
organizations, rebel groups, street gangs, or 
other similar groups or individuals, that 
may be disruptive to regional stability, in-
cluding within individual countries, will be 
subject to a policy of denial. 

* * * * * 
18. Section 742.7 is amended by revising 

paragraphs (a)(1) through (4) and (c) to read 
as follows: 
§ 742.7 Crime control and detection. 

(a) * * * 
(1) Crime control and detection instru-

ments and equipment and related ‘‘tech-
nology’’ and ‘‘software’’ identified in the ap-
propriate ECCNs on the CCL under CC Col-
umn 1 in the Country Chart column of the 
‘‘License Requirements’’ section. A license is 
required to countries listed in CC Column 1 
(Supplement No. 1 to part 738 of the EAR). 
Items affected by this requirement are iden-
tified on the CCL under the following ECCNs: 
0A502, 0A504, 0A505.b, 0A978, 0A979 0E502, 
0E505 (‘‘technology’’ for ‘‘development’’ or 
for ‘‘production’’ of buckshot shotgun shells 
controlled under ECCN 0A505.b), 1A984, 1A985, 
3A980, 3A981, 3D980, 3E980, 4A003 (for finger-
print computers only), 4A980, 4D001 (for fin-
gerprint computers only), 4D980, 4E001 (for 
fingerprint computers only), 4E980, 6A002 (for 
police-model infrared viewers only), 6E001 
(for police-model infrared viewers only), 
6E002 (for police-model infrared viewers 
only), and 9A980. 

(2) Shotguns with a barrel length greater 
than or equal to 24 inches, identified in 
ECCN 0A502 on the CCL under CC Column 2 
in the Country Chart column of the ‘‘License 
Requirements’’ section regardless of end user 
to countries listed in CC Column 2 (Supple-
ment No. 1 to part 738 of the EAR). 

(3) Shotguns with barrel length greater 
than or equal to 24 inches, identified in 
ECCN 0A502 on the CCL under CC Column 3 
in the Country Chart column of the ‘‘License 
Requirements’’ section only if for sale or re-
sale to police or law enforcement entities in 
countries listed in CC Column 3 (Supplement 
No. 1 to part 738 of the EAR). 

(4) Certain crime control items require a 
license to all destinations, except Canada. 
These items are identified under ECCNs 
0A982, 0A503, and 0E982. Controls for these 
items appear in each ECCN; a column spe-
cific to these controls does not appear in the 
Country Chart (Supplement No. 1 to part 738 
of the EAR). 
* * * * * 

(c) Contract sanctity. Contract sanctity 
date: August 22, 2000. Contract sanctity ap-
plies only to items controlled under ECCNs 
0A982, 0A503, and 0E982 destined for countries 
not listed in CC Column 1 of the Country 
Chart (Supplement No. 1 to part 738 of the 
EAR). 
* * * * * 

19. Section 742.17 is amended by: 
a. Revising the first sentence of paragraph 

(a); and 
b. Revising paragraph (f) to read as follows: 

§ 742.17 Exports of firearms to OAS member 
countries. 
(a) License requirements. BIS maintains a li-

censing system for the export of firearms 
and related items to all OAS member coun-
tries. * * * 
* * * * * 

(f) Items/Commodities. Items requiring a li-
cense under this section are ECCNs 0A501 
(except 0A501.y), 0A502, 0A504 (except 
0A504.f), and 0A505 (except 0A505.d). (See Sup-
plement No. 1 to part 774 of the EAR). 
* * * * * 
§ 742.19 [AMENDED] 

20. Section 742.19(a)(1) is amended by: 
a. Removing ‘‘0A986’’ and adding in its 

place ‘‘0A505.c’’; and 
b. Removing ‘‘0B986’’ and adding in its 

place ‘‘0B505.c’’. 
PART 743—SPECIAL REPORTING AND NO-

TIFICATION 
21. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 

743 is revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 
4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13222, 66 
FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; E.O. 
13637, 78 FR 16129, 3 CFR, 2014 Comp., p. 223; 
78 FR 16129; Notice of August 8, 2018, 83 FR 
39871 (August 13, 2018). 

22. Section 743.4 is amended by: 
a. Adding four sentences to the end of 

paragraph (a); 
b. By redesignating Note to paragraph (a) 

as Note 1 to paragraph (a); 
c. Revising paragraph (b); 
d. Adding paragraphs (c)(1)(i) and (c)(2)(i); 
e. By redesignating Note to paragraph 

(e)(1)(ii) as Note 2 to paragraph (e)(1)(ii); 
e. Revising paragraph (h); and 
f. Adding paragraph (i) to read as follows: 

§ 743.4 Conventional arms reporting. 
(a) * * * This section does not require re-

ports when the exporter uses the alternative 
submission method described under para-
graph (h) of this section. The alternative 
submission method under paragraph (h) re-
quires the exporter to submit the informa-
tion required for conventional arms report-
ing in this section as part of the required 
EEI submission in AES, pursuant to 
§ 758.1(b)(9). Because of the requirements in 
§ 758.1(g)(4)(ii) for the firearms that require 
conventional arms reporting of all conven-
tional arms, the Department of Commerce 
believes all conventional arms reporting re-
quirements for firearms will be met by using 
the alternative submission method. The De-
partment of Commerce leaves standard 
method for submitting reports in place in 
case any additional items are moved from 
the USML to the CCL, that may require con-
ventional arms reporting. 

Note 1 to paragraph (a): * * * 
(b) Requirements. You must submit one 

electronic copy of each report required under 
the provisions of this section, or submit this 
information using the alternative submis-
sion method specified in paragraph (h) of this 
section, and maintain accurate supporting 
records (see § 762.2(b) of the EAR) for all ex-
ports of items specified in paragraph (c) of 
this section for the following: 

(c) * * * 
(1) * * * 
(i) ECCN 0A501.a and .b. 

* * * * * 
(2) * * * 
(i) ECCN 0A501.a and .b. 

* * * * * 
(h) Alternative submission method. This para-

graph (h) describes an alternative submission 
method for meeting the conventional arms 
reporting requirements of this section. The 
alternative submission method requires the 
exporter, when filing the required EEI sub-
mission in AES, pursuant to § 758.1(b)(9), to 
include the six character ECCN classifica-
tion (i.e., 0A501.a or 0A501.b) as the first text 
to appear in the Commodity description 
block. If the exporter properly includes this 
information in the EEI filing in AES, the De-
partment of Commerce will be able to obtain 
that export information directly from AES 
to meet the U.S. Government’s commit-
ments to the Wassenaar Arrangement and 
United Nations for conventional arms re-
porting. An exporter that complies with the 
requirements in § 758.1(g)(4)(ii) does not have 
to submit separate annual and semi-annual 
reports to the Department of Commerce pur-
suant to this section. 

(i) Contacts. General information con-
cerning the Wassenaar Arrangement and re-
porting obligations thereof is available from 
the Office of National Security and Tech-
nology Transfer Controls, Tel.: (202) 482–0092, 
Fax: (202) 482–4094. Information concerning 
the reporting requirements for items identi-
fied in paragraphs (c)(1) and (2) of this sec-
tion is available from the Office of Non-
proliferation and Treaty Compliance 
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(NPTC), Tel.: (202) 482–4188, Fax: (202) 482– 
4145. 
PART 744—CONTROL POLICY: END-USER 

AND END-USE BASED 
23. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 

744 is revised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4582; 50 U.S.C. 

4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 
3201 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. 2139a; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et 
seq.; 22 U.S.C. 7210; E.O. 12058, 43 FR 20947, 3 
CFR, 1978 Comp., p. 179; E.O. 12851, 58 FR 
33181, 3 CFR, 1993 Comp., p. 608; E.O. 12938, 59 
FR 59099, 3 CFR, 1994 Comp., p. 950; E.O. 
13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 228; 
E.O. 13099, 63 FR 45167, 3 CFR, 1998 Comp., p. 
208; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 
Comp., p. 783; E.O. 13224, 66 FR 49079, 3 CFR, 
2001 Comp., p. 786; Notice of August 8, 2018, 83 
FR 39871 (August 13, 2018); Notice of Sep-
tember 19, 2018, 83 FR 47799 (September 20, 
2018); Notice of November 8, 2018, 83 FR 56253 
(November 9, 2018); Notice of January 16, 
2019, 84 FR 127 (January 18, 2019). 
§ 744.9 [AMENDED] 

24. Section 744.9 is amended by removing 
‘‘0A987’’ from paragraphs (a)(1) and (b) and 
adding in its place ‘‘0A504’’. 
PART 746—EMBARGOES AND OTHER SPE-

CIAL CONTROLS 
25. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 

746 is revised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 4601 

et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 287c; 
Sec 1503, Pub. L. 108–11, 117 Stat. 559; 22 
U.S.C. 6004; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 
7210; E.O. 12854, 58 FR 36587, 3 CFR, 1993 
Comp., p. 614; E.O. 12918, 59 FR 28205, 3 CFR, 
1994 Comp., p. 899; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 44025, 3 
CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; E.O. 13338, 69 FR 
26751, 3 CFR, 2004 Comp., p 168; Presidential 
Determination 2003–23, 68 FR 26459, 3 CFR, 
2004 Comp., p. 320; Presidential Determina-
tion 2007–7, 72 FR 1899, 3 CFR, 2006 Comp., p. 
325; Notice of August 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (Au-
gust 13, 2018); Notice of May 8, 2019, 84 FR 
20537 (May 10, 2019). 
§ 746.3 [AMENDED] 

26. Section 746.3 is amended by removing 
‘‘0A986’’ from paragraph (b)(2) and adding in 
its place ‘‘0A505.c’’. 
§ 746.7 [AMENDED] 

27. Section 746.7 is amended in paragraph 
(a)(1) by: 

a. Adding ‘‘0A503,’’ immediately before 
‘‘0A980’’; and 

b. Removing ‘‘0A985,’’. 
PART 748—APPLICATIONS (CLASSIFICA-

TION, ADVISORY, AND LICENSE) AND 
DOCUMENTATION 

28. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 
748 is revised to read as follows: 

Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 4601 
et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13026, 61 FR 
58767, 3 CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 228; E.O. 13222, 66 
FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice of 
August 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 2018). 

29. Section 748.12 is amended by: 
a. Revising the heading; 
b. Adding introductory text; 
c. Revising paragraphs (a) introductory 

text and (a)(1); 
d. Redesignating the note to paragraph 

(c)(8) as note 1 to paragraph (c)(8); and 
e. Adding paragraph (e). 
The revisions and additions read as fol-

lows. 

§ 748.12 Firearms import certificate or import 
permit. 
License applications for certain firearms 

and related commodities require support 
documents in accordance with this section. 
For destinations that are members of the Or-
ganization of American States (OAS), an FC 
Import Certificate or equivalent official doc-

ument is required in accordance with para-
graphs (a) through (d) of this section. For 
other destinations that require a firearms 
import or permit, the firearms import cer-
tificate or permit is required in accordance 
with paragraph (e) of this section. 

(a) Requirement to obtain document for OAS 
member states. Unless an exception in § 748.9(c) 
applies, an FC Import Certificate is required 
for license applications for firearms and re-
lated commodities, regardless of value, that 
are destined for member countries of the 
OAS. This requirement is consistent with 
the OAS Model Regulations described in 
§ 742.17 of the EAR. 

(1) Items subject to requirement. Firearms 
and related commodities are those commod-
ities controlled for ‘‘FC Column 1’’ reasons 
under ECCNs 0A501 (except 0A501.y), 0A502, 
0A504 (except 0A504.f), or 0A505 (except 
0A505.d). 
* * * * * 

(e) Requirement to obtain an import certificate 
or permit for other than OAS member states. If 
the country to which firearms, parts, compo-
nents, accessories, and attachments con-
trolled under ECCN 0A501, or ammunition 
controlled under ECCN 0A505, are being ex-
ported or reexported requires that a govern-
ment-issued certificate or permit be ob-
tained prior to importing the commodity, 
the exporter or reexporter must obtain and 
retain on file the original or a copy of that 
certificate or permit before applying for an 
export or reexport license unless: 

(1) A license is not required for the export 
or reexport; or 

(2) The exporter is required to obtain an 
import or end-user certificate or other equiv-
alent official document pursuant to para-
graphs (a) thorough (d) of this section and 
has, in fact, complied with that requirement. 

(3)(i) The number or other identifying in-
formation of the import certificate or permit 
must be stated on the license application. 

(ii) If the country to which the commod-
ities are being exported does not require an 
import certificate or permit for firearms im-
ports, that fact must be noted on any license 
application for ECCN 0A501 or 0A505 com-
modities. 

Note 2 to paragraph (e). Obtaining a BIS 
Statement by Ultimate Consignee and Purchaser 
pursuant to § 748.11 of the EAR does not exempt 
the exporter or reexporter from the requirement 
to obtain a certification pursuant to paragraph 
(a) of this section because that statement is not 
issued by a government. 

30. Supplement No. 2 to part 748 (Unique 
Application and Submission Requirements) 
is amended by adding paragraph (z) to read 
as follows: 
SUPPLEMENT NO. 2 TO PART 748—UNIQUE 

APPLICATION AND SUBMISSION RE-
QUIREMENTS 

* * * * * 
(z) Exports of firearms and certain shotguns 

temporarily in the United States. 
(1) Certification. If you are submitting a li-

cense application for the export of firearms 
controlled by ECCN 0A501.a or .b, or shot-
guns with a barrel length less than 18 inches 
controlled in ECCN 0A502 that will be tempo-
rarily in the United States, e.g., for servicing 
and repair or for intransit shipments, you 
must include the following certification in 
Block 24: 

The firearms in this license application 
will not be shipped from or manufactured in 
Russia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
Moldova, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbek-
istan, except for any firearm model con-
trolled by 0A501 that is specified under 
Annex A in Supplement No. 4 to part 740. I 
and the parties to this transaction will com-
ply with the requirements specified in para-
graph (z)(2)(i) and (ii) of Supplement No. 2 to 
part 748. 

(2) Requirements. Each approved license for 
commodities described under paragraph (z) 
must comply with the requirements specified 
in paragraphs (z)(2)(i) and (ii) of this supple-
ment. 

(i) When the firearms enter the U.S. as a 
temporary import, the temporary importer 
or its agent must: 

(A) Provide the following statement to 
U.S. Customs and Border Protection: ‘‘This 
shipment is being temporarily imported in 
accordance with the EAR. This shipment 
will be exported in accordance with and 
under the authority of BIS license number 
(provide the license number) (15 CFR 750.7(a) 
and 758.4);’’ 

(B) Provide to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection an invoice or other appropriate 
import-related documentation (or electronic 
equivalents) that includes a complete list 
and description of the firearms being tempo-
rarily imported, including their model, 
make, caliber, serial numbers, quantity, and 
U.S. dollar value; and 

(C) Provide (if temporarily imported for 
servicing or replacement) to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection the name, address, 
and contact information (telephone number 
and/or email) of the organization or indi-
vidual in the U.S. that will be receiving the 
item for servicing or replacement). 

(ii) In addition to the export clearance re-
quirements of part 758 of the EAR, the ex-
porter or its agent must provide the import 
documentation related to paragraph 
(z)(2)(i)(B) of this supplement to U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection at the time of 
export. 

Note 1 to paragraph (z): In addition to com-
plying with all applicable EAR requirements for 
the export of commodities described in para-
graph (z), exporters and temporary importers 
should contact U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion (CBP) at the port of temporary import or 
export, or at the CBP website, for the proper 
procedures for temporarily importing or export-
ing firearms controlled in ECCN 0A501.a or .b or 
shotguns with a barrel length less than 18 
inches controlled in ECCN 0A502, including re-
garding how to provide any data or documenta-
tion required by BIS. 
PART 758—EXPORT CLEARANCE REQUIRE-

MENTS 
31. The authority citation for part 758 is re-

vised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 4601 

et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 
44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice of Au-
gust 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 2018). 

32. Section 758.1 is amended by: 
a. Revising paragraphs (b)(7) (8), and add-

ing paragraph (b)(9); 
b. Revising paragraph (c)(1); 
c. Adding Note 1 to paragraph (c)(1); 
c. Adding paragraph (g)(4); and 
d. Redesignating Note to paragraph (h)(1) 

as Note 3 to paragraph (h)(1); to read as fol-
lows: 
§ 758.1 The Electronic Export Enforcement 

(EEI) filing to the Automated Export Sys-
tem (AES). 

* * * * * 
(b) * * * 
(7) For all items exported under authoriza-

tion Validated End-User (VEU); 
(8) For all exports of tangible items subject 

to the EAR where parties to the transaction, 
as described in 748.5(d) through (f) of the 
EAR, are listed on the Unverified List (Sup-
plement No. 6 to part 744 of the EAR), re-
gardless of value or destination; or 

(9) For all exports, except for exports au-
thorized under License Exception BAG, as 
set forth in § 740.14 of the EAR, of items con-
trolled under ECCNs 0A501.a or .b, shotguns 
with a barrel length less than 18 inches con-
trolled under ECCN 0A502, or ammunition 
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controlled under ECCN 0A505 except for .c, 
regardless of value or destination, including 
exports to Canada. 

(c) * * * 
(1) License Exception Baggage (BAG), as 

set forth in § 740.14 of the EAR. See 15 CFR 
30.37(x) of the FTR; 

Note 1 to paragraph (c) (1): See the export 
clearance requirements for exports of fire-
arms controlled under ECCNs 0A501.a or .b, 
shotguns with a barrel length less than 18 
inches controlled under ECCN 0A502, or am-
munition controlled under ECCN 0A505, au-
thorized under License Exception BAG, as 
set forth in § 740.14 of the EAR. 
* * * * * 

(g) * * * 
(4) Exports of Firearms and Related Items. 

This paragraph (g)(4) includes two separate 
requirements under paragraph (g)(4)(i) and 
(ii) of this section that are used to better 
identify exports of certain end item firearms 
under the EAR. Paragraph (g)(4)(i) is limited 
to certain EAR authorizations. Paragraph 
(g)(4)(ii) applies to all EAR authorizations 
that require EEI filing in AES. 

(i) Identifying end item firearms by manu-
facturer, model, caliber, and serial number 
in the EEI filing in AES. For any export au-
thorized under License Exception TMP or a 
BIS license authorizing a temporary export 
of items controlled under ECCNs 0A501.a or 
.b, or shotguns with a barrel length less than 
18 inches controlled under ECCN 0A502, in 
addition to any other required data for the 
associated EEI filing, you must report the 
manufacturer, model, caliber, and serial 
number of the exported items. The require-
ments of this paragraph also apply to any 
other export authorized under a BIS license 
that includes a condition or proviso on the 
license requiring the submission of this in-
formation specified in paragraph (g) of this 
section when the EEI is filed in AES. 

(ii) Identifying end item firearms by 
‘‘items’’’ level classification or other control 
descriptor in the EEI filing in AES. For any 
export of items controlled under ECCNs 
0A501.a or .b, or shotguns with a barrel 
length less than 18 inches controlled under 
ECCN 0A502, in addition to any other 39 re-
quired data for the associated EEI filing, you 
must include the six character ECCN classi-
fication (i.e., 0A501.a, or 0A501.b), or for shot-
guns controlled under 0A502 the phrase 
‘‘0A501 barrel length less than 18 inches’’’ as 
the first text to appear in the Commodity de-
scription block in the EEI filing in AES. (See 
743.4(h) for the use of this information for 
conventional arms reporting). 

Note 2 to paragraph (g)(4): If a commodity de-
scribed in paragraph (g)(4) is exported under Li-
cense Exception TMP under § 740.9(a)(6) for in-
spection, test, calibration, or repair is not con-
sumed or destroyed in the normal course of au-
thorized temporary use abroad, the commodity 
must be disposed of or retained in one of the 
ways specified in § 740.9(a)(14)(i), (ii), or (iii). 
For example, if a commodity described in para-
graph (g)(4) was destroyed while being repaired 
after being exported under § 740.9(a)(6), the com-
modity described in paragraph (g)(4) would not 
be required to be returned. If the entity doing 
the repair returned a replacement of the com-
modity to the exporter from the United States, 
the import would not require an EAR authoriza-
tion. The entity that exported the commodity de-
scribed in paragraph (g)(4) and the entity that 
received the commodity would need to document 
this as part of their recordkeeping related to this 
export and subsequent import to the United 
States. 
* * * * * 

33. Add § 758.10 to read as follows: 
§ 758.10 Entry clearance requirements for 

temporary imports. 
(a) Scope. This section specifies the tem-

porary import entry clearance requirements 

for firearms ‘‘subject to the EAR’’ that are 
on the United States Munitions Import List 
(USMIL, 27 CFR 447.21), except for firearms 
‘‘subject to the EAR’’ that are temporarily 
brought into the United States by non-
immigrant aliens under the provisions of De-
partment of Justice regulations at 27 CFR 
part 478 (See 740.14(e) of License Exception 
BAG for information on the export of these 
firearms ‘‘subject to the EAR’’). These fire-
arms are controlled in ECCN 0A501.a or .b or 
shotguns with a barrel length less than 18 
inches controlled in ECCN 0A502. Items that 
are temporarily exported under the EAR 
must have met the export clearance require-
ments specified in § 758.1 of the EAR. 

(1) An authorization under the EAR is not 
required for the temporary import of 
‘‘items’ ’’ that are ‘‘subject to the EAR,’’ in-
cluding for ‘‘items’ ’’ ‘‘subject to the EAR’’ 
that are on the USMIL. Temporary imports 
of firearms described in this section must 
meet the entry clearance requirements spec-
ified in paragraph (b) of this section. 

(2) Permanent imports are regulated by the 
Attorney General under the direction of the 
Department of Justice’s Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (see 27 
CFR parts 447, 478, 479, and 555). 

(b) EAR procedures for temporary imports and 
subsequent exports. To the satisfaction of U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection, the tem-
porary importer must comply with the fol-
lowing procedures: 

(1) At the time of entry into the U.S. of the 
temporary import: 

(i) Provide one of the following statements 
specified in paragraphs (b)(1)(i)(A), (B), or (C) 
of this section to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection: 

(A) ‘‘This shipment is being temporarily 
imported in accordance with the EAR. This 
shipment will be exported in accordance 
with and under the authority of License Ex-
ception TMP (15 CFR 740.9(b)(5));’’ 

(B) ‘‘This shipment is being temporarily 
imported in accordance with the EAR. This 
shipment will be exported in accordance 
with and under the authority of License Ex-
ception RPL (15 CFR 740.10(b));’’ or 

(C) ‘‘This shipment is being temporarily 
imported in accordance with the EAR. This 
shipment will be exported in accordance 
with and under the authority of BIS license 
number (provide the license number) (15 CFR 
750.7(a) and 758.4);’’ 

(ii) Provide to U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection an invoice or other appropriate 
import-related documentation (or electronic 
equivalents) that includes a complete list 
and description of the firearms being tempo-
rarily imported, including their model, 
make, caliber, serial numbers, quantity, and 
U.S. dollar value; 

(iii) Provide (if temporarily imported for a 
trade show, exhibition, demonstration, or 
testing) to U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion the relevant invitation or registration 
documentation for the event and an accom-
panying letter that details the arrangements 
to maintain effective control of the firearms 
while they are in the United States; 

(iv) Provide (if temporarily imported for 
servicing or replacement) to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection the name, address and 
contact information (telephone number and/ 
or email) of the organization or individual in 
the U.S. that will be receiving the item for 
servicing or replacement). 

Note 1 to paragraph (b)(1): In accordance 
with the exclusions in License Exception TMP 
under § 740.9(b)(5) of the EAR, the entry clear-
ance requirements in § 758.1(b)(9) do not permit 
the temporary import of firearms controlled in 
ECCN 0A501.a or .b that are shipped from or 
manufactured in a Country Group D:5 country; 
or that are shipped from or manufactured in 
Russia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 

Moldova, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbekistan 
(except for any firearm model controlled by pro-
posed 0A501 that is specified under Annex A in 
Supplement No. 4 to part 740;); or shotguns with 
a barrel length less than 18 inches controlled in 
ECCN 0A502 that are shipped from or manufac-
tured in a Country Group D:5 country, or from 
Russia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
Moldova, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbek-
istan, because of the exclusions in License Ex-
ception TMP under § 740.9(b)(5). 

Note 2 to paragraph (b)(1): In accordance 
with the exclusions in License Exception RPL 
under § 740.10(b)(4) and Supplement No. 2 to 
part 748 paragraph (z) of the EAR, the entry 
clearance requirements in § 758.1(b)(9) do not 
permit the temporary import of: firearms con-
trolled in ECCN 0A501.a or .b that are shipped 
from or manufactured in Russia, Georgia, 
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine, or Uzbekistan (except 
for any firearm model controlled by proposed 
0A501 that is specified under Annex A in Sup-
plement No. 4 to part 740;); or shotguns with a 
barrel length less than 18 inches controlled in 
ECCN 0A502 that are shipped from or manufac-
tured in Russia, Georgia, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Moldova, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, 
or Uzbekistan, because of the exclusions in Li-
cense Exception RPL under § 740.10(b)(4) and 
Supplement No. 2 to part 748 paragraph (z) of 
the EAR. 

(2) At the time of export, in accordance 
with the U.S. Customs and Border Protec-
tion procedures, the eligible exporter, or an 
agent acting on the filer’s behalf, must as re-
quired under § 758.1(b)(9) of the EAR file the 
export information with CBP by filing EEI in 
AES, noting the 43 applicable EAR author-
ization as the authority for the export, and 
provide, upon request by CBP, the entry doc-
ument number or a copy of the CBP docu-
ment under which the ‘‘item’’ subject to the 
EAR’’ on the USMIL was temporarily im-
ported. See also the additional requirements 
in § 758.1(g)(4). 

34. Add § 758.11 to read as follows: 
§ 758.11 Export clearance requirements for 

firearms and related items. 
(a) Scope. The export clearance require-

ments of this section apply to all exports of 
commodities controlled under ECCNs 0A501.a 
or .b, shotguns with a barrel length less than 
18 inches controlled under ECCN 0A502, or 
ammunition controlled under ECCN 0A505 
except for .c, regardless of value or destina-
tion, including exports to Canada, that are 
authorized under License Exception BAG, as 
set forth in § 740.14. 

(b) Required form. Prior to making any ex-
port described in paragraph (a) of this sec-
tion, the exporter is required to submit a 
properly completed Department of Homeland 
Security, CBP Form 4457, (Certificate of Reg-
istration for Personal Effects Taken Abroad) 
(OMB Control Number 1651–0010), to the U.S. 
Customs and Border Protection (CBP), pur-
suant to 19 CFR 148.1, and as required by this 
section of the EAR. 

(1) Where to obtain the form? The CBP Cer-
tification of Registration Form 4457 can be 
found on the following CBP website: 

https://www.cbp.gov/document/forms/form- 
4457-certificate-registration-personal-effects- 
taken-abroad 

(2) Required ‘‘description of articles’ ’’ for 
firearms to be included on the CBP Form 
4457. For all exports of firearms controlled 
under ECCNs 0A501.a or .b, or shotguns with 
a barrel length less than 18 inches controlled 
under ECCN 0A502, the exporter must pro-
vide to CBP the serial number, make, model, 
and caliber for each firearm being exported 
by entering this information under the ‘‘De-
scription of Articles’’ field of the CBP Form 
4457, Certificate of Registration for Personal 
Effects Taken Abroad. 
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(c) Where to find additional information on 

the CBP Form 4457? See the following CBP 
website page for additional information: 
https:/ /help.cbp.gov/app/answers/detail/a_id/ 
323/∼/traveling-outside-of-the-u.s.-tempo-
rarily-taking-a-firearm%2C-rifle%2C- 
gun%2C. 

(d) Return of items exported pursuant to this 
section. The exporter when returning with a 
commodity authorized under License Excep-
tion BAG and exported pursuant this section, 
is required to present a copy of the CBP 
Form 4457, Certificate of Registration for 
Personal Effects Taken Abroad) (OMB Con-
trol Number 1651–0010), to CBP, pursuant to 
19 CFR 148.1, and as required by this section 
of the EAR. 

PART 762—RECORDKEEPING 
35. The authority citation for part 762 is re-

vised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 4601 

et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13222, 66 
FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice of 
August 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 2018). 

36. Section 762.2 is amended by removing 
‘‘and,’’ at the end of paragraph (a)(10), redes-
ignating paragraph (a)(11) as paragraph 
(a)(12), and adding a new paragraph (a)(11) to 
read as follows: 

§ 762.2 Records to be retained. 
(a) * * * 
(11) The serial number, make, model, and 

caliber for any firearm controlled in ECCN 
0A501.a and for shotguns with barrel length 
less than 18 inches controlled in 0A502 that 
have been exported. The ‘‘exporter’’ or any 
other party to the transaction (see 758.3 of 
the EAR), that creates or receives such 
records is a person responsible for retaining 
this record; and 

* * * * * 

37. Section 762.3 is amended by revising 
paragraph (a)(5) to read as follows: 

§ 762.3 Records exempt from recordkeeping 
requirements. 
(a) * * * 
(5) Warranty certificate, except for a war-

ranty certificate issued for an address lo-
cated outside the United States for any fire-
arm controlled in ECCN 0A501.a and for shot-
guns with barrel length less than 18 inches 
controlled in 0A502; 

* * * * * 
PART 772—DEFINITIONS OF TERMS 

38. The authority citation for part 772 is re-
vised to read as follows: 

Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 
4601 et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; E.O. 13222, 
66 FR 44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice 
of August 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 
2018). 

§ 772.1—[AMENDED] 
39. In § 772.1, in the definition of ‘‘specially 

designed,’’ Note 1 is amended by removing 
‘‘0B986’’ and adding in its place ‘‘0B505.c’’; 
and the definition of ‘‘complete breech mech-
anisms’’ is added as set forth below: 

§ 772.1 Definitions of terms as used in the Ex-
port Administration Regulations (EAR). 

* * * * * 

Complete breech mechanisms. The mecha-
nism for opening and closing the breech of a 
breech-loading firearm, especially of a 
heavy-caliber weapon. 

* * * * * 
PART 774—THE COMMERCE CONTROL 

LIST 
40. The authority citation for 15 CFR part 

774 is revised to read as follows: 
Authority: 50 U.S.C. 4801–4852; 50 U.S.C. 4601 

et seq.; 50 U.S.C. 1701 et seq.; 10 U.S.C. 7420; 
10 U.S.C. 7430(e); 22 U.S.C. 287c, 22 U.S.C. 3201 
et seq.; 22 U.S.C. 6004; 42 U.S.C. 2139a; 15 

U.S.C. 1824a; 50 U.S.C. 4305; 22 U.S.C. 7201 et 
seq.; 22 U.S.C. 7210; E.O. 13026, 61 FR 58767, 3 
CFR, 1996 Comp., p. 228; E.O. 13222, 66 FR 
44025, 3 CFR, 2001 Comp., p. 783; Notice of Au-
gust 8, 2018, 83 FR 39871 (August 13, 2018). 

41. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, revise Export Control Classification 
Number (ECCN) 0A018 to read as follows: 
Supplement No. 1 to Part 774—The Com-

merce Control List 
* * * * * 
0A018 Items on the Wassenaar Munitions 

List (see List of Items Controlled). 
No items currently are in this ECCN. See 

ECCN 0A505 for ‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ 
for ammunition that, immediately prior to 
[INSERT DATE 45 DAYS AFTER DATE OF 
PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL REG-
ISTER], were classified under 0A018.b. 

42. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, add, between entries for ECCNs 
0A018 and 0A521, entries for ECCNs 0A501, 
0A502, 0A503, 0A504, and 0A505 to read as fol-
lows: 
0A501 Firearms (except 0A502 shotguns) and 

related commodities as follows (see List 
of Items controlled). 

License Requirements 
Reason for Control: NS, RS, FC, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry except 
0A501.y.

NS Column 1 

RS applies to entire entry except 
0A501.y.

RS Column 1 

FC applies to entire entry except 
0A501.y.

FC Column 1 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

License Requirement Note: In addition to 
using the Commerce Country Chart to deter-
mine license requirements, a license is re-
quired for exports and reexports of ECCN 
0A501.y.7 firearms to the People’s Republic of 
China. 
List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 

for a description of all license exceptions) 
LVS: $500 for 0A501.c, .d, and .x. 
$500 for 0A501.c, .d, .e, and .x if the ulti-

mate destination is Canada. 
GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in this entry. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: (1) Firearms that are fully 
automatic, and magazines with a capacity of 
greater than 50 rounds, are ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR.’’ (2) See ECCN 0A502 for shotguns and 
their ‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ that are 
subject to the EAR. Also see ECCN 0A502 for 
shot-pistols. (3) See ECCN 0A504 and USML 
Category XII for controls on optical sighting 
devices. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. Non-automatic and semi-automatic fire-

arms equal to .50 caliber (12.7 mm) or less. 
Note 1 to paragraph 0A501.a: ‘Combination 

pistols’ are controlled under ECCN 0A501.a. A 
‘combination pistol’ (a.k.a., a combination gun) 
has at least one rifled barrel and at least one 
smoothbore barrel (generally a shotgun style 
barrel). 

b. Non-automatic and non-semi-automatic 
rifles, carbines, revolvers or pistols with a 
caliber greater than .50 inches (12.7 mm) but 
less than or equal to .72 inches (18.0 mm). 

c. The following types of ‘‘parts’’ and 
‘‘components’’ if ‘‘specially designed’’ for a 
commodity controlled by paragraph .a or .b 
of this entry, or USML Category I (unless 

listed in USML Category I(g) or (h)): barrels, 
cylinders, barrel extensions, mounting 
blocks (trunnions), bolts, bolt carriers, oper-
ating rods, gas pistons, trigger housings, 
triggers, hammers, sears, disconnectors, pis-
tol grips that contain fire control ‘‘parts’’ or 
‘‘components’’ (e.g., triggers, hammers, 
sears, disconnectors) and buttstocks that 
contain fire control ‘‘parts’’ or ‘‘compo-
nents.’’ 

d. Detachable magazines with a capacity of 
greater than 16 rounds ‘‘specially designed’’ 
for a commodity controlled by paragraph .a 
or .b of this entry. 

Note 2 to paragraph 0A501.d: Magazines with 
a capacity of 16 rounds or less are controlled 
under 0A501.x. 

e. Receivers (frames) and ‘‘complete breech 
mechanisms,’’ including castings, forgings 
stampings, or machined items thereof, ‘‘spe-
cially designed’’ for a commodity by con-
trolled by paragraph .a or .b of this entry. 

f. through w. [Reserved] 
x. ‘‘Parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ that are 

‘‘specially designed’’ for a commodity classi-
fied under paragraphs .a through .c of this 
entry or the USML and not elsewhere speci-
fied on the USML or CCL. 

y. Specific ‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘acces-
sories’’ and ‘‘attachments’’ ‘‘specially de-
signed’’ for a commodity subject to control 
in this ECCN or common to a defense article 
in USML Category I and not elsewhere speci-
fied in the USML or CCL as follows, and 
‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ and 
‘‘attachments’’ ‘‘specially designed’’ there-
for. 

y.1. Stocks or grips, that do not contain 
any fire control ‘‘parts’’ or ‘‘components’’ 
(e.g., triggers, hammers, sears, 
disconnectors);’’ 

y.2. Scope mounts or accessory rails; 
y.3. Iron sights; 
y.4. Sling swivels; 
y.5. Butt plates or recoil pads; 
y.6. Bayonets; and 
y.7. Firearms manufactured from 1890 to 

1898 and reproductions thereof. 
Technical Note I to 0A501: The controls on 

‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ in ECCN 0A501 in-
clude those ‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ that are 
common to firearms described in ECCN 0A501 
and to those firearms ‘‘subject to the ITAR.’’ 

Note 3 to 0A501: Antique firearms (i.e., those 
manufactured before 1890) and reproductions 
thereof muzzle loading black powder firearms 
except those designs based on centerfire weap-
ons of a post 1937 design, BB guns, pellet rifles, 
paint ball, and all other air rifles are EAR99 
commodities. 

Note 4 to 0A501: Muzzle loading (black pow-
der) firearms with a caliber less than 20 mm that 
were manufactured later than 1937 that are used 
for hunting or sporting purposes that were not 
‘‘specially designed’’ for military use and are 
not ‘‘subject to the ITAR’’ nor controlled as 
shotguns under ECCN 0A502 are EAR99 com-
modities. 

0A502 Shotguns; shotguns ‘‘parts’’ and 
‘‘components,’’ consisting of complete trig-
ger mechanisms; magazines and magazine 
extension tubes; ‘‘complete breech mecha-
nisms;’’ except equipment used exclusively 
to treat or tranquilize animals, and except 
arms designed solely for signal, flare, or sa-
luting use. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: RS, CC, FC, UN, AT, NS 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. 
No. 1 to part 738) 

NS applies to shotguns with a barrel length 
less than 18 inches (45.72 cm).

NS Column 1 

RS applies to shotguns with a barrel length 
less than 18 inches (45.72 cm).

RS Column 1 

FC applies to entire entry ................................. FC Column 1 
CC applies to shotguns with a barrel length 

less than 24 in. (60.96 cm) and shotgun 
‘‘components’’’ controlled by this entry re-
gardless of end user.

CC Column 1 
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Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. 
No. 1 to part 738) 

CC applies to shotguns with a barrel length 
greater than or equal to 24 in. (60.96 cm), 
regardless of end user.

CC Column 2 

CC applies to shotguns with a barrel length 
greater than or equal to 24 in. (60.96 cm) 
if for sale or resale to police or law en-
forcement.

CC Column 3 

UN applies to entire entry ................................. See § 746.1(b) of the EAR 
for UN controls 

AT applies to shotguns with a barrel length 
less than 18 inches (45.72 cm).

AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $500 for 0A502 shotgun ‘‘parts’’ and 
‘‘components,’’ consisting of complete trig-
ger mechanisms; magazines and magazine 
extension tubes. 

$500 for 0A502 shotgun ‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘compo-
nents,’’ consisting of complete trigger mech-
anisms; magazines and magazine extension 
tubes, ‘‘complete breech mechanisms’’ if the 
ultimate destination is Canada. 

GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: Shotguns that are fully 

automatic are ‘‘subject to the ITAR.’’ 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in the ECCN heading. 
Note 1 to 0A502: Shotguns made in or before 

1898 are considered antique shotguns and des-
ignated as EAR99. 

Technical Note: Shot pistols or shotguns that 
have had the shoulder stock removed and a pis-
tol grip attached are controlled by ECCN 0A502. 
Slug guns are also controlled under ECCN 
0A502. 

0A503 Discharge type arms; non-lethal or 
less-lethal grenades and projectiles, and 
‘‘specially designed’’ ‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘compo-
nents’’ of those projectiles; and devices to 
administer electric shock, for example, stun 
guns, shock batons, shock shields, electric 
cattle prods, immobilization guns and pro-
jectiles; except equipment used exclusively 
to treat or tranquilize animals, and except 
arms designed solely for signal, flare, or sa-
luting use; and ‘‘specially designed’’ ‘‘parts’’ 
and ‘‘components,’’ n.e.s. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: CC, UN 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

CC applies to entire entry ................. A license is required for ALL des-
tinations, except Canada, regard-
less of end use. Accordingly, a 
column specific to this control 
does not appear on the Com-
merce Country Chart. (See part 
742 of the EAR for additional in-
formation). 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See 746.1(b) of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: N/A 
GBS: N/A 
C/V: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: Law enforcement re-

straint devices that administer an electric 
shock are controlled under ECCN 0A982. 
Electronic devices that monitor and report a 
person’s location to enforce restrictions on 
movement for law enforcement or penal rea-
sons are controlled under ECCN 3A981. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in the ECCN heading. 
0A504 Optical sighting devices for firearms 

(including shotguns controlled by 0A502); and 
‘‘components’’ as follows (see List of Items 
Controlled). 

License Requirements 
Reason for Control: FC, RS, CC, UN 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

RS applies to paragraph.i ................. RS Column 1 
FC applies to paragraphs .a, .b, .c, 

d, .e, .g, and .i of this entry.
FC Column 1 

CC applies to entire entry ................. CC Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1(b) of the EAR for UN 

controls 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $500 for 0A504.g. 
GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: (1) See USML Category 

XII(c) for sighting devices using second gen-
eration image intensifier tubes having lumi-
nous sensitivity greater than 350 μA/1m, or 
third generation or higher image intensifier 
tubes, that are ‘‘subject to the ITAR.’’ (2) 
See USML Category XII(b) for laser aiming 
or laser illumination systems ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR.’’ (3) Section 744.9 of the EAR imposes 
a license requirement on certain commod-
ities described in 0A504 if being exported, re-
exported, or transferred (in-country) for use 
by a military end-user or for incorporation 
into an item controlled by ECCN 0A919. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 

a. Telescopic sights. 
b. Holographic sights. 
c. Reflex or ‘‘red dot’’ sights. 
d. Reticle sights. 
e. Other sighting devices that contain opti-

cal elements. 
f. Laser aiming devices or laser illuminators 

‘‘specially designed’’ for use on firearms, 
and having an operational wavelength 
exceeding 400 nm but not exceeding 710 
nm. 

Note 1 to 0A504.f: 0A504.f does not control 
laser boresighting devices that must be placed in 
the bore or chamber to provide a reference for 
aligning the firearms sights. 

g. Lenses, other optical elements and ad-
justment mechanisms for articles in para-
graphs .a, .b, .c, .d, .e, or .i. 

h. [Reserved] 
i. Riflescopes that were not ‘‘subject to the 

EAR’’ as of [INSERT DATE ONE DAY 
PRIOR TO THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THE 
FINAL RULE] and are ‘‘specially designed’’ 
for use in firearms that are ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR.’’ 

Note 2 to paragraph i: For purpose of the ap-
plication of ‘‘specially designed’’ for the 
riflescopes controlled under 0A504.i, para-
graph (a)(1) of the definition of ‘‘specially de-
signed’’ in § 772.1 of the EAR is what is used 
to determine whether the riflescope is ‘‘spe-
cially designed.’’ 

0A505 Ammunition as follows (see List of 
Items Controlled). 

License Requirements 
Reason for Control: NS, RS, CC, FC, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to 0A505.a and .x ........... NS Column 1 
RS applies to 0A505.a and .x ........... RS Column 1 
CC applies to 0A505.b ...................... CC Column 1 
FC applies to entire entry except 

0A505.d.
FC Column 1 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

AT applies to 0A505.a, .d, and .x ..... AT Column 1 
AT applies to 0A505.c ....................... A license is required for items con-

trolled by paragraph .c of this 
entry to North Korea for 
antiterrorism reasons. The Com-
merce Country Chart is not de-
signed to determine AT licensing 
requirements for this entry. See 
§ 742.19 of the EAR for addi-
tional information. 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $500 for items in 0A505.x, except $3,000 
for items in 0A505.x that, immediately prior 
to [INSERT DATE 45 DAYS AFTER DATE 
OF PUBLICATION IN THE FEDERAL REG-
ISTER], were classified under 0A018.b. (i.e., 
‘‘Specially designed’’ components and parts 
for ammunition, except cartridge cases, pow-
der bags, bullets, jackets, cores, shells, pro-
jectiles, boosters, fuses and components, 
primers, and other detonating devices and 
ammunition belting and linking machines 
(all of which are ‘‘subject to the ITAR’’). 
(See 22 CFR parts 120 through 130)) 

GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 0A505. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: (1) Ammunition for mod-
ern heavy weapons such as howitzers, artil-
lery, cannon, mortars and recoilless rifles as 
well as inherently military ammunition 
types such as ammunition preassembled into 
links or belts, caseless ammunition, tracer 
ammunition, ammunition with a depleted 
uranium projectile or a projectile with a 
hardened tip or core and ammunition with 
an explosive projectile are ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR.’’ (2) Percussion caps, and lead balls 
and bullets, for use with muzzle-loading fire-
arms are EAR99 items. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 

a. Ammunition for firearms controlled by 
ECCN 0A501 or USML Category I and not 
enumerated in paragraph .b, .c, or .d of 
this entry or in USML Category III. 

b. Buckshot (No. 4 .24’’ diameter and larg-
er) shotgun shells. 

c. Shotgun shells (including less than le-
thal rounds) that do not contain buckshot; 
and ‘‘specially designed’’ ‘‘parts’’’ and ‘‘com-
ponents’’ of shotgun shells. 

Note 1 to 0A505.c: Shotgun shells that contain 
only chemical irritants are controlled under 
ECCN 1A984. 

d. Blank ammunition for firearms con-
trolled by ECCN 0A501 and not enumerated 
in USML Category III. 

e. through w. [Reserved] 
x. ‘‘Parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ that are 

‘‘specially designed’’ for a commodity sub-
ject to control in this ECCN or a defense ar-
ticle in USML Category III and not else-
where specified on the USML, the CCL or 
paragraph .d of this entry. 

Note 2 to 0A505.x: The Controls on ‘‘parts’’ 
and ‘‘components’’ in this entry include Berdan 
and boxer primers, metallic catridge cases, and 
standard metallic projectiles such as full metal 
jacket, lead core, and copper projectiles. 

Note 3 to 0A505.x: The controls on ‘‘parts’’ 
and ‘‘components’’ in this entry include 
those ‘‘parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ that are 
common to ammunition and ordnance de-
scribed in this entry and to those enumer-
ated in USML Category III. 

Note 4 to 0A505: Lead shot smaller than No. 
4 Buckshot, empty and unprimed shotgun 
shells, shotgun wads, smokeless gunpowder, 
‘Dummy rounds’ and blank rounds (unless 
linked or belted), not incorporating a lethal 
or non-lethal projectile(s) are designated 
EAR99. A ‘dummy round or drill round’ is a 
round that is completely inert, i.e., contains 
no primer, propellant, or explosive charge. It 
is typically used to check weapon function 
and for crew training. 

43. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, add, between entries for ECCNs 
0A521 and 0A604, an entry for ECCN 0A602 to 
read as follows: 

0A602 Guns and Armament as follows (see 
List of Items Controlled). 
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License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry ................. NS Column 1 
RS applies to entire entry ................. RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-

trols 
AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 
740 for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $500 
GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 0A602. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: (1) Modern heavy weap-
ons such as howitzers, artillery, cannon, 
mortars, and recoilless rifles are ‘‘subject to 
the ITAR.’’ (2) See ECCN 0A919 for foreign- 
made ‘‘military commodities’’ that incor-
porate more than a de minimis amount of 
U.S.-origin ‘‘600 series’’ items. (3) See ECCN 
0A606 for engines that are ‘‘specially de-
signed’’ for a self-propelled gun or howitzer 
subject to control under paragraph .a of this 
ECCN or USML Category VII. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. Guns and armament manufactured be-

tween 1890 and 1919. 
b. Military flame throwers with an effec-

tive range less than 20 meters. 
c. through w. [Reserved] 
x. ‘‘Parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ that are 

‘‘specially designed’’ for a commodity sub-
ject to control in paragraphs .a or .b of this 
ECCN or a defense article in USML Category 
II and not elsewhere specified on the USML 
or the CCL. 

Note 1 to 0A602.x: Engines that are ‘‘spe-
cially designed’’ for a self-propelled gun or 
howitzer subject to control under paragraph 
.a of this ECCN or a defense article in USML 
Category VII are controlled under ECCN 
0A606.x. 

Note 2 to 0A602: ‘‘Parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ 
‘‘accessories,’’ and ‘‘attachments’’ specified 
in USML subcategory II(j) are subject to the 
controls of that paragraph. 

Note 3 to 0A602: Black powder guns and ar-
mament manufactured in or prior to 1890 and 
replicas thereof designed for use with black 
powder propellants are designated EAR99. 
Supplement No. 1 to Part 774—[AMENDED] 

44. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, remove ECCNs 0A918, 0A984, 0A985, 
0A986, and 0A987. 

45. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, revise ECCN 0A988 to read as fol-
lows: 0A988 Conventional military steel hel-
mets. 

No items currently are in this ECCN. See 
ECCN 1A613.y.1 for conventional steel hel-
mets that, immediately prior to July 1, 2014, 
were classified under 0A988. 

46. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, add, before the entry for ECCN 
0B521, entries for ECCNs 0B501 and 0B505 to 
read as follows: 

0B501 Test, inspection, and production 
‘‘equipment’’ and related commodities for 
the ‘‘development’’ or ‘‘production’’ of com-
modities enumerated or otherwise described 
in ECCN 0A501 or USML Category I as fol-
lows (see List of Items Controlled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry except 
equipment.

NS Column 1 for ECCN 0A501.y 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

RS applies to entire entry except 
equipment for ECCN 0A501.y.

RS Column 1 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $3000 
GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used to ship any item in this entry. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. Small arms chambering machines. 
b. Small arms deep hole drilling machines 

and drills therefor. 
c. Small arms rifling machines. 
d. Small arms spill boring machines. 
e. Production equipment (including dies, 

fixtures, and other tooling) ‘‘specially de-
signed’’ for the ‘‘production’’ of the items 
controlled in 0A501.a through .x. or USML 
Category I. 

0B505 Test, inspection, and production 
‘‘equipment’’ and related commodities ‘‘spe-
cially designed’’ for the ‘‘development’’ or 
‘‘production’’ of commodities enumerated or 
otherwise described in ECCN 0A505 or USML 
Category III, except equipment for the hand 
loading of cartridges and shotgun shells, as 
follows (see List of Items Controlled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to paragraphs .a and .x NS Column 1 
RS applies to paragraphs .a and .x RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-

trols 
AT applies to paragraphs .a, .d, and 

.x.
AT Column 1 

AT applies to paragraph .c ............... A license is required for export or 
reexport of these items to North 
Korea for anti-terrorism reasons. 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $3000 
GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 0B505. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. Production equipment (including tool-

ing, templates, jigs, mandrels, molds, dies, 
fixtures, alignment mechanisms, and test 
equipment), not enumerated in USML Cat-
egory III that are ‘‘specially designed’’ for 
the ‘‘production’’ of commodities controlled 
by ECCN 0A505.a or .x or USML Category III. 

b. Equipment ‘‘specially designed’’ for the 
‘‘production’’ of commodities in ECCN 
0A505.b. 

c. Equipment ‘‘specially designed’’ for the 
‘‘production’’ of commodities in ECCN 
0A505.c. 

d. Equipment ‘‘specially designed’’ for the 
‘‘production’’ of commodities in ECCN 
0A505.d. 

e. through .w [Reserved] 
x. ‘‘Parts’’ and ‘‘components’’ ‘‘specially 

designed’’ for a commodity subject to con-
trol in paragraph .a of this entry. 

47. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, add, between entries for ECCNs 
0B521 and 0B604, an entry for ECCN 0B602 to 
read as follows: 

0B602 Test, inspection, and production 
‘‘equipment’’ and related commodities ‘‘spe-
cially designed’’ for the ‘‘development’’ or 
‘‘production’’ of commodities enumerated or 
otherwise described in ECCN 0A602 or USML 
Category II as follows (see List of Items Con-
trolled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry ................. NS Column 1 
RS applies to entire entry ................. RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-

trols 
AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $3000 
GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 0B602. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. The following commodities if ‘‘specially 

designed’’ for the ‘‘development’’ 
or‘‘production’’ of commodities enumerated 
in ECCN 0A602.a or USML Category II: 

a.1. Gun barrel rifling and broaching ma-
chines and tools therefor; 

a.2. Gun barrel rifling machines; 
a.3. Gun barrel trepanning machines; 
a.4. Gun boring and turning machines; 
a.5. Gun honing machines of 6 feet (183 cm) 

stroke or more; 
a.6. Gun jump screw lathes; 
a.7. Gun rifling machines; and 
a.8. Barrel straightening presses. 
b. Jigs and fixtures and other metal-work-

ing implements or accessories of the kinds 
exclusively designed for use in the manufac-
ture of items in ECCN 0A602 or USML Cat-
egory II. 

c. Other tooling and equipment, ‘‘specially 
designed’’ for the ‘‘production’’ of items in 
ECCN 0A602 or USML Category II. 

d. Test and evaluation equipment and test 
models, including diagnostic instrumenta-
tion and physical test models, ‘‘specially de-
signed’’ for items in ECCN 0A602 or USML 
Category II, 
Supplement No. 1 to Part 774—[AMENDED] 

48. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, remove ECCN 0B986. 

49. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, add, between the entries for ECCNs 
0D001 and 0D521, entries for ECCNs 0D501 and 
0D505 to read as follows: 

0D501 ‘‘Software’’ ‘‘specially designed’’ for 
the ‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, 
or maintenance of commodities controlled 
by 0A501 or 0B501. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry except 
‘‘software’’ for commodities in 
ECCN 0A501.y or equipment in 
ECCN 0B501 for commodities in 
ECCN 0A501.y.

NS Column 1 

RS applies to entire entry except 
‘‘software’’ for commodities in 
ECCN 0A501.y or equipment in 
ECCN 0B501 for commodities in 
ECCN 0A501.y.

RS Column 1 
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Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 
Special conditions for STA 

STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 
STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any ‘‘software’’ in 0D501. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: ‘‘Software’’ required for 
and directly related to articles enumerated 
in USML Category I is ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR’’. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in this ECCN heading. 
0D505 ‘‘Software’’ ‘‘specially designed’’ for 

the ‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, 
or maintenance of commodities controlled 
by 0A505 or 0B505. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to ‘‘software’’ for com-
modities in ECCN 0A505.a and .x 
and equipment in ECCN 0B505.a 
and .x.

NS Column 1 

RS applies to ‘‘software’’ for com-
modities in ECCN 0A505.a and .x 
and equipment in ECCN 0B505.a 
and .x.

RS Column 1 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

AT applies to ‘‘software’’ for com-
modities in ECCN 0A505.a, .d, or 
.x and equipment in ECCN 
0B505.a, .d, or .x.

AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any ‘‘software’’ in 0D505. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: ‘‘Software’’ required for 
and directly related to articles enumerated 
in USML Category III is ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR’’. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in this ECCN heading. 
50. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-

egory 0, add, between the entries for ECCNs 
0D521 and 0D604, an entry for ECCN 0D602 to 
read as follows: 

0D602 ‘‘Software’’ ‘‘specially designed’’ for 
the ‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation 
or maintenance of commodities controlled 
by 0A602 or 0B602 as follows (see List of 
Items Controlled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry ................. NS Column 1 
RS applies to entire entry ................. RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-

trols 
AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 0D602. 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: (1) ‘‘Software’’ required 

for and directly related to articles enumer-
ated in USML Category II is ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR’’. (2) See ECCN 0A919 for foreign-made 
‘‘military commodities’’ that incorporate 
more than a de minimis amount of U.S.-origin 
‘‘600 series’’ items. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: ‘‘Software’’ ‘‘specially designed’’ for 

the ‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, 
or maintenance of commodities controlled 
by ECCN 0A602 and ECCN 0B602. 

51. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, remove ECCN 0E018. 

52. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, add, between the entries for ECCNs 
0E001 and 0E521, entries for ECCNs 0E501, 
0E502, 0E504, and 0E505 to read as follows: 

0E501 ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the 
‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, in-
stallation, maintenance, repair, or overhaul 
of commodities controlled by 0A501 or 0B501 
as follows (see List of Items Controlled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry ................. NS Column 1 
RS applies to entire entry ................. RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-

trols 
AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used to ship any ‘‘technology’’ in ECCN 
0E501. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: Technical data required 
for and directly related to articles enumer-
ated in USML Category I are ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR.’’ 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the ‘‘devel-

opment’’ or ‘‘production’’ of commodities 
controlled by ECCN 0A501 (other than 
0A501.y) or 0B501. 

b. ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the oper-
ation, installation, maintenance, repair, or 
overhaul of commodities controlled by ECCN 
0A501 (other than 0A501.y) or 0B501. 

0E502 ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the 
‘‘development’’ or ‘‘production’’ of commod-
ities controlled by 0A502. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: CC, UN 

Controls Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 part 
738) 

CC applies to entire entry ................. CC Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1(b) of the EAR for UN 

controls 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: Technical data required 

for and directly related to articles enumer-
ated in USML Category I are ‘‘subject to the 
ITAR’’. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in the ECCN heading. 
0E504 ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the 

‘‘development’’ or ‘‘production’’ of commod-
ities controlled by 0A504 that incorporate a 
focal plane array or image intensifier tube. 

License Requirements 
Reason for Control: RS, UN, AT 

Controls Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 part 
738) 

RS applies to entire entry ................. RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1(b) of the EAR for UN 

controls 
AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in the ECCN heading. 
0E505 ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the 

‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, in-
stallation, maintenance, repair, overhaul, or 
refurbishing of commodities controlled by 
0A505. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, CC, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to ‘‘technology’’ for ‘‘de-
velopment,’’ ‘‘production,’’ oper-
ation, installation, maintenance, 
repair, overhaul, or refurbishing 
commodities in 0A505.a and .x; 
for equipment for those commod-
ities in OB505; and for ‘‘soft-
ware’’ for that equipment and 
those commodities in OD505.

NS Column 1 

RS applies to entire entry except 
‘‘technology’’ for ‘‘development,’’ 
‘‘production,’’ operation, installa-
tion, maintenance, repair, over-
haul, or refurbishing commodities 
in 0A505.a and .x; for equipment 
for those commodities in OB505 
and for ‘‘software’’ for those com-
modities and that equipment in 
OD505.

RS Column 1 

UN applies to entire entry ................. See § 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-
trols 

CC applies to ‘‘technology’’ for the 
‘‘development’’ or ‘‘production’’ of 
commodities in 0A505.b.

CC Column 1 

AT applies to ‘‘technology’’ for ‘‘de-
velopment,’’ ‘‘production,’’ oper-
ation, installation, maintenance, 
repair, overhaul, or refurbishing 
commodities in 0A505.a, .d, and 
.x.

AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (§ 740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any ‘‘technology’’ in 0E505. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: Technical data required 
for and directly related to articles enumer-
ated in USML Category III are ‘‘subject to 
the ITAR’’. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: The list of items controlled is con-

tained in this ECCN heading. 
53. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-

egory 0, add, between the entries for ECCNs 
0E521 and 0E604, an entry for ECCN 0E602: 

0E602 ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the 
‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, in-
stallation, maintenance, repair, overhaul, or 
refurbishing of commodities controlled by 
0A602 or 0B602, or ‘‘software’’ controlled by 
0D602 as follows (see List of Items Con-
trolled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, RS, UN, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry ................. NS Column 1 
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Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

RS applies to entire entry ................. RS Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry ................. See 746.1 of the EAR for UN con-

trols 
AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

Special conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 0E602. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: Technical data directly 
related to articles enumerated in USML Cat-
egory II are ‘‘subject to the ITAR.’’ 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: ‘‘Technology’’ ‘‘required’’ for the 

‘‘development,’’ ‘‘production,’’ operation, in-
stallation, maintenance, repair, or overhaul 
of commodities controlled by ECCN 0A602 or 
0B602, or ‘‘software’’ controlled by ECCN 
0D602. 
Supplement No. 1 to Part 774—[AMENDED] 

54. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, remove ECCN 0E918. 

55. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, revise ECCN 0E982 to read as fol-
lows. 

0E982 ‘‘Technology’’ exclusively for the 
‘‘development’’ or ‘‘production’’ of equip-
ment controlled by 0A982 or 0A503. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: CC 

Control(s) 

CC applies to ‘‘technology’’ for items controlled by 0A982 or 0A503. A li-
cense is required for ALL destinations, except Canada, regardless of end 
use. Accordingly, a column specific to this control does not appear on 
the Commerce Country Chart. (See part 742 of the EAR for additional 
information.) 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

CIV: N/A 
TSR: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
The list of items controlled is contained in 

the ECCN heading. 
Supplement No. 1 to Part 774—[AMENDED] 

56. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 0, remove ECCNs 0E984 and 0E987. 

57. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 1, revise ECCN 1A984 to read as fol-
lows: 

1A984 Chemical agents, including tear gas 
formulation containing 1 percent or less of 
orthochlorobenzalmalononitrile (CS), or 1 
percent or less of chloroacetophenone (CN), 
except in individual containers with a net 
weight of 20 grams or less; liquid pepper ex-
cept when packaged in individual containers 
with a net weight of 3 ounces (85.05 grams) or 
less; smoke bombs; non-irritant smoke 
flares, canisters, grenades and charges; and 
other pyrotechnic articles (excluding shot-
gun shells, unless the shotgun shells contain 
only chemical irritants) having dual mili-
tary and commercial use, and ‘‘parts’’ and 
‘‘components’’ ‘‘specially designed’’ therefor, 
n.e.s. 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: CC 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

CC applies to entire entry ................. CC Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: N/A 

GBS: N/A 
CIV: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
The list of items controlled is contained in 

the ECCN heading. 
58. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-

egory 2, revise ECCN 2B004 to read as fol-
lows: 

2B004 Hot ‘‘isostatic presses’’ having all of 
the characteristics described in the List of 
Items Controlled, and ‘‘specially designed’’ 
‘‘components’’ and ‘‘accessories’’ therefor. 

License Requirements 
Reason for Control: NS, MT, NP, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to entire entry ................. NS Column 2 
MT applies to entire entry ................. MT Column 1 
NP applies to entire entry, except 

2B004.b.3 and presses with max-
imum working pressures below 69 
MPa.

NP Column 1 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: N/A 
GBS: N/A 
C/V: N/A 

List of Items Controlled 
Related Controls: (1) See ECCN 2D001 for 

software for items controlled under this 
entry. (2) See ECCNs 2E001 (‘‘development’’), 
2E002 (‘‘production’’), and 2E101 (‘‘use’’) for 
technology for items controlled under this 
entry. (3) For ‘‘specially designed’’ dies, 
molds and tooling, see ECCNs 0B501, 0B602, 
0B606, 1B003, 9B004, and 9B009. (4) For addi-
tional controls on dies, molds and tooling, 
see ECCNs 1B101.d, 2B104, and 2B204. (5) Also 
see ECCNs 2B117 and 2B999.a. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. A controlled thermal environment with-

in the closed cavity and possessing a cham-
ber cavity with an inside diameter of 406 mm 
or more; and 

b. Having any of the following: 
b.1. A maximum working pressure exceed-

ing 207 MPa; 
b.2. A controlled thermal environment ex-

ceeding 1,773 K (1,500 °C); or 
b.3. A facility for hydrocarbon impregna-

tion and removal of resultant gaseous deg-
radation products. 

Technical Note: The inside chamber dimension 
is that of the chamber in which both the work-
ing temperature and the working pressure are 
achieved and does not include fixtures. That di-
mension will be the smaller of either the inside 
diameter of the pressure chamber or the inside 
diameter of the insulated furnace chamber, de-
pending on which of the two chambers is located 
inside the other. 

59. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 2, revise ECCN 2B018 to read as fol-
lows: 

2B018 Equipment on the Wassenaar Ar-
rangement Munitions List. 

No commodities currently are controlled 
by this entry. Commodities formerly con-
trolled by paragraphs .a through .d, .m, and 
.s of this entry are controlled in ECCN 0B606. 
Commodities formerly controlled by para-
graphs .e through .1 of this entry are con-
trolled by ECCN 0B602. Commodities for-
merly controlled by paragraphs .o through .r 
of this entry are controlled by ECCN 0B501. 
Commodities formerly controlled by para-
graph .n of this entry are controlled in ECCN 
0B501 if they are ‘‘specially designed’’ for the 
‘‘production’’ of the items controlled in 
ECCN 0A501.a through .x or USML Category 

I and controlled in ECCN 0B602 if they are of 
the kind exclusively designed for use in the 
manufacture of items in ECCN 0A602 or 
USML Category II. 

60. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 2, revise ECCN 2D018 to read as fol-
lows: 

2D018 ‘‘Software’’ for the ‘‘development,’’ 
‘‘production,’’ or ‘‘use’’ of equipment con-
trolled by 2B018. 

No software is currently controlled under 
this entry. See ECCNs OD501, OD602, and 
OD606 for software formerly controlled under 
this entry. 

61. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 2, revise ECCN 2E001 to read as fol-
lows: 

2E001 ‘‘Technology’’ according to the Gen-
eral Technology Note for the ‘‘development’’ 
of equipment or ‘‘software’’ controlled by 2A 
(except 2A983, 2A984, 2A991, or 2A994), 2B (ex-
cept 2B991, 2B993, 2B996, 2B997, 2B998, or 
2B999), or 2D (except 2D983, 2D984, 2D991, 
2D992, or 2D994). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, MT, NP, CB, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to ‘‘technology’’ for items 
controlled by 2A001, 2B001 to 
2B009, 2D0Of or 2D002.

NS Column 1 

MT applies to ‘‘technology’’ for items 
controlled by 2B004, 2B009, 
2B104, 2B105, 2B109, 2B116, 
2B117, 2B119 to 2B122, 2D001, 
or 2D101 for MT reasons.

MT Column 1 

NP applies to ‘‘technology’’ for items 
controlled by 2A225, 2A226, 
2B001, 2B004, 2B006, 2B007, 
2B009, 2B104, 2B 109, 2B116, 
2B201, 2B204, 2B206, 2B207, 
2B209, 2B225 to 2B233, 2D001, 
2D002, 2D101, 2D201, or 2D202 
for NP reasons.

NP Column 1 

NP applies to ‘‘technology’’ for items 
controlled by 2A290, 2A291, or 
2D290 for NP reasons.

NP Column 2 

CB applies to ‘‘technology’’ for 
equipment controlled by 2B350 
to 2B352, valves controlled by 
2A226 having the characteristics 
of those controlled by 2B350.g, 
and software controlled by 
2D351 

CB Column 2 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

Reporting Requirements 
See § 743.1 of the EAR for reporting require-

ments for exports under License Exceptions, 
and Validated End-User authorizations. 
List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 

for a description of all license exceptions) 
CIV: N/A 
TSR: Yes, except N/A for MT 

Special Conditions for STA 
STA: License Exception STA may not be 

used to ship or transmit ‘‘technology’’ ac-
cording to the General Technology Note for 
the ‘‘development’’ of ‘‘software’’ specified in 
the License Exception STA paragraph in the 
License Exception section of ECCN 2D001 or 
for the ‘‘development’’ of equipment as fol-
lows: ECCN 2B001 entire entry; or ‘‘Numeri-
cally controlled’’ or manual machine tools 
as specified in 2B003 to any of the destina-
tions listed in Country Group A:6 (See Sup-
plement No.1 to part 740 of the EAR). 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: See also 2E101, 2E201, and 
2E301 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
The list of items controlled is contained in 

the ECCN heading. 
Note 1 to 2E001: ECCN 2E001 includes ‘‘tech-

nology’’ for the integration of probe systems 
into coordinate measurement machines specified 
by 2B006.a. 

62. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-
egory 2, revise ECCN 2E002 to read as fol-
lows: 

2E002 ‘‘Technology’’ according to the Gen-
eral Technology Note for the ‘‘production’’ 
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of equipment controlled by 2A (except 2A983, 
2A984, 2A991, or 2A994), or 2B (except 2B991, 
2B993, 2B996, 2B997, 2B998, or 2B999). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, MT, NP, CB, AT 

Control(s) Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738) 

NS applies to ‘‘technology’’ for 
equipment controlled by 2A001, 
2B001 to 2B009.

NS Column 1 

MT applies to ‘‘technology’’ for 
equipment controlled by 2B004, 
2B009, 2B104, 2B105, 2B109, 
2B116, 2B117, or 2B119 to 
2B122 for MT reasons.

MT Column 1 

NP applies to ‘‘technology’’ for 
equipment controlled by 2A225, 
2A226, 2B001, 2B004, 2B006, 
2B007, 2B009, 2B104, 2B109, 
2B116, 2B201, 2B204, 2B206, 
2B207, 2B209, 2B225 to 2B233 
for NP reasons 

NP Column 1 

NP applies to ‘‘technology’’ for 
equipment controlled by 2A290 
or 2A291 for NP reasons 

NP Column 2 

CB applies to ‘‘technology’’ for 
equipment controlled by 2B350 
to 2B352 and for valves con-
trolled by 2A226 having the 
characteristics of those con-
trolled by 2B350.g 

CB Column 2 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 

Reporting Requirements 
See § 743.1 of the EAR for reporting require-

ments for exports under License Exceptions, 
and Validated End-User authorizations. 
List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 

for a description of all license exceptions) 
CIV: N/A 
TSR: Yes, except N/A for MT 

Special Conditions for STA 
STA: License Exception STA may not be 

used to ship or transmit ‘‘technology’’ ac-
cording to the General Technology Note for 
the ‘‘production’’ of equipment as follows: 
ECCN 2B001 entire entry; or ‘‘Numerically 
controlled’’ or manual machine tools as 
specified in 2B003 to any of the destinations 
listed in Country Group A:6 (See Supplement 
No.1 to part 740 of the EAR). 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: N/A 
Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
The list of items controlled is contained in 

the ECCN heading. 
63. In Supplement No. 1 to part 774, Cat-

egory 7, revise ECCN 7A611 to read as fol-
lows: 

7A611 Military fire control, laser, imaging, 
and guidance equipment, as follows (see List 
of Items Controlled). 
License Requirements 

Reason for Control: NS, MT, RS, AT, UN 

Control Country Chart (See Supp. No. 1 to 
part 738). 

NS applies to entire entry except 
7A611.y.

NS Column 1 

MT applies to commodities in 
7A611.a that meet or exceed the 
parameters in 7A103.b or .c.

MT Column 1 

RS applies to entire entry except 
7A611.y.

RS Column 1 

AT applies to entire entry .................. AT Column 1 
UN applies to entire entry except 

7A611.y.
See § 746.1(b) of the EAR for UN 

controls 

List Based License Exceptions (See Part 740 
for a description of all license exceptions) 

LVS: $1500 
GBS. N/A 
C/V: N/A 

Special Conditions for STA 
STA: Paragraph (c)(2) of License Exception 

STA (740.20(c)(2) of the EAR) may not be 
used for any item in 7A611. 
List of Items Controlled 

Related Controls: (1) Military fire control, 
laser, imaging, and guidance equipment that 

are enumerated in USML Category XII, and 
technical data (including software) directly 
related thereto, are subject to the ITAR. (2) 
See Related Controls in ECCNs 0A504, 2A984, 
6A002, 6A003, 6A004, 6A005, 6A007, 6A008, 
6A107, 7A001, 7A002, 7A003, 7A005, 7A101, 
7A102, and 7A103. (3) See ECCN 3A611 and 
USML Category XI for controls on counter-
measure equipment. (4) See ECCN 0A919 for 
foreign-made ‘‘military commodities’’ that 
incorporate more than a de minimis amount 
of U.S. origin ‘‘600 series’’ controlled con-
tent. 

Related Definitions: N/A 
Items: 
a. Guidance or navigation systems, not 

elsewhere specified on the USML, that are 
‘‘specially designed’’ for a defense article on 
the USML or for a 600 series item. 

b. to w. [RESERVED] 
x. ‘‘Parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ 

and ‘‘attachments,’’ including 
accelerometers, gyros, angular rate sensors, 
gravity meters (gravimeters), and inertial 
measurement units (IMUs), that are ‘‘spe-
cially designed’’ for defense articles con-
trolled by USML Category XII or items con-
trolled by 7A611, and that are NOT: 

1. Enumerated or controlled in the USML 
or elsewhere within ECCN 7A611; 

2. Described in ECCNs 6A007, 6A107, 7A001, 
7A002, 7A003, 7A101, 7A102, or 7A103; or 

3. Elsewhere specified in ECCN 7A611.y or 
3A611.y. 

y. Specific ‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘components,’’ ‘‘acces-
sories,’’ and ‘‘attachments’’ ‘‘specially de-
signed’’ for a commodity subject to control 
in this ECCN or a defense article in Category 
XII and not elsewhere specified on the USML 
or in the CCL, as follows, and ‘‘parts,’’ ‘‘com-
ponents,’’ ‘‘accessories,’’ and ‘‘attachments’’ 
‘‘specially designed’’ therefor: 

y.1 [RESERVED] 
Dated: 

RICHARD E. ASHOOH, 
Assistant Secretary for Export Administration. 

Summary of Revisions to USML Categories 
I, II, and III 

In 2009, the interagency began a review of 
the U.S. export control system, with the goal 
of strengthening national security and the 
competitiveness of key U.S. manufacturing 
and technology sectors by focusing on cur-
rent threats, as well as adapting to the 
changing economic and technological land-
scape. This review determined that the then- 
current export control system was overly 
complicated, contained too many 
redundancies, and, in trying to protect too 
much, diminished our ability to focus our ef-
forts on the most critical national security 
priorities. 

To this end, the Departments of State and 
Commerce have been reviewing and revising 
the two primary lists of controlled items, 
i.e., the United States Munitions List 
(USML) and the Commerce Control List 
(CCL). A key strategy in the reform effort 
has been to construct the lists so they posi-
tively identify the items they control. Thus, 
for example, the USML lists the specific 
types of parts, components, accessories, and 
attachments that warrant control under the 
International Traffic in Arms Regulations 
(ITAR) rather than all generic ‘‘parts,’’ 
‘‘components,’’ ‘‘accessories and attach-
ments’’ that are in any way ‘‘specifically de-
signed, modified, adapted, or configured’’ for 
a defense article, regardless of military sig-
nificance (as is currently the case for 
unrevised USML categories). All other ge-
neric parts, components, accessories, and at-
tachments and the technology for their ‘‘pro-
duction,’’ ‘‘development,’’ or ‘‘use’’ that are 
‘‘specially designed’’ for an item formerly on 
the USML but not specifically identified on 
the USML will become subject to the juris-

diction of the Export Administration Regu-
lations (EAR) and identified on its CCL. 

In connection with this effort, the Depart-
ment of State has published 26 final, or in-
terim final, rules revising 18 of the 21 USML 
categories. In May 2018, the Department of 
State published proposed revisions of the re-
maining three USML Categories, including 
Category I (firearms and related articles), II 
(guns and armaments) and III (ammunition 
and ordnance), which follow this model of 
utilizing a ‘‘positive list’’ for controls. Arti-
cles that are not positively identified on the 
USML will continue to be controlled, albeit 
under the jurisdiction of the EAR. 

In February 2019, the Department of State 
formally notified Congress of the transfer of 
jurisdictional control of certain classes of 
items in Categories, I, II, and III. The De-
partment of State is submitting a new notifi-
cation to Congress because the Department 
of Commerce has amended certain controls 
in its draft companion rule. In particular, in 
order to address concerns raised by some 
members of Congress and the public regard-
ing certain access to 3D printing technology 
and software for firearms, the Department of 
Commerce has revised its draft final rule to 
make certain technology and software capa-
ble of producing firearms subject to the EAR 
when posted on the internet under specified 
circumstances. The Department of State has 
not made any changes to the classes of items 
in Categories I, II, or III that it is proposing 
to remove from the USML from the time 
that the Department of State notified Con-
gress in February 2019. 
Category I—Firearms and Related Articles 

Paragraph (a) is revised by limiting the 
scope of the control to firearms using 
caseless ammunition. Non-automatic and 
semi-automatic firearms that do not use 
caseless ammunition will be controlled in 
Export Control Classification Number 
(ECCN) 0A501 on the CCL, except for firearms 
manufactured prior to 1890. 

Paragraph (b) is non-substantively revised. 
Paragraph (c) is revised by limiting the 

scope to firearms specially designed to inte-
grate fire control, automatic tracking, or 
automatic firing (e.g., Precision Guided Fire-
arms). Other weapons that were controlled 
here will be controlled in ECCN 0A501. 

Paragraph (d) is revised by limiting the 
scope to fully automatic shotguns. Other 
shotguns that were controlled here will be 
controlled in ECCN 0A502. 

Paragraph (e) is revised by removing flash 
suppressors and moving certain parts and 
components for the remaining items in para-
graph (e) to paragraph (h)(3). Flash suppres-
sors will be controlled in ECCN 0A501. 

Paragraph (f) is reserved. Riflescopes with 
night vision or infrared were moved to 
USML Category XII(c)(2) in 2016 through 81 
FR 70340. All other rifle scopes that were 
controlled here will be controlled in ECCN 
0A504. 

Paragraph (g) is revised to more clearly de-
lineate the major components of USML fire-
arms that are controlled. The major parts 
and components of firearms that transition 
to the CCL will be controlled in ECCN 0A501. 

Paragraph (h) is revised by adding four 
subparagraphs to specifically enumerate the 
articles controlled. The parts, components, 
accessories, and attachments of firearms 
that transition to the CCL will be controlled 
in ECCN 0A501, as will any parts, compo-
nents, accessories, and attachments of 
USML firearms that are not listed in para-
graphs (g) or (h). 

Paragraph (i) is revised to add control for 
the classified technical data directly related 
to items controlled in ECCNs 0A501, OB501, 
OD501, and 0E501 and defense services using 
the classified technical data. 
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A new paragraph (x) has been added to 

USML Category I, allowing ITAR licensing 
on behalf of the Department of Commerce 
for commodities, software, and technology 
subject to the EAR, provided those commod-
ities, software, and technology are to be used 
in or with defense articles controlled in 
USML Category XII and are described in the 
purchase documentation submitted with the 
application. 
Category II—Guns and Armament 

Paragraph (a) is revised by adding five sub-
paragraphs to specifically enumerate the ar-
ticles controlled, including adding a control 
for DOD-funded development guns and arma-
ments and their specially designed parts and 
components. Two notes are added to para-
graph (a) in order to exclude from the con-
trol certain items that do not warrant con-
trol on the USML. Non-automatic and non- 
semi-automatic rifles, carbines, and pistols 
between .50 (12.7 mm) and .72 caliber (18.288 
mm) will be controlled under ECCN 0A501. 
Black powder guns and armaments manufac-
tured between 1890 and 1919 will be controlled 
under ECCN 0A602, except for black powder 
guns and armaments manufactured earlier 
than 1890. 

Paragraph (b) is revised to control flame 
throwers based on the technical parameter of 
a range 20 meters or greater. 

Paragraph (c) is reserved. The items that 
were controlled in this paragraph that war-
rant USML control are now described in 
paragraph (a)(4) and the rest are controlled 
in ECCN 0A602. 

Paragraph (d) is revised to control spe-
cially designed kinetic energy weapons. 

Paragraph (e) is revised to more specifi-
cally describe the items warranting control 
under this paragraph. Items that were con-
trolled in this paragraph as being for guns 
and armaments controlled in paragraph (c) 
that did not move to paragraph (a)(4) are 
controlled in ECCN 0A602. 

Paragraph (f) is reserved. The items that 
were controlled here will be controlled in 
ECCN 0A606. 

Paragraph (g) is reserved. The items that 
were controlled here will be controlled in 
ECCN 0B602. 

Paragraph (h) is reserved. The items that 
were controlled here will be controlled in 
ECCN 0B602. 

Paragraph (i) is reserved. The items that 
were controlled that continue to warrant 
USML control are moved to paragraphs (j)(9) 
and components therefor to (j)(10) and the 
rest will be controlled in ECCN 0B602. 

Paragraph (j) is revised by adding seven-
teen subparagraphs to specifically enu-
merate the articles controlled. The parts, 
components, accessories, and attachments 
that are not listed in paragraph (j) will be 
controlled in ECCN 0A602. 

Paragraph (k) is revised to add control for 
the classified technical data directly related 
to items controlled in ECCNs 0A602, 0B602, 
0D602, and 0E602 and defense services using 
the classified technical data. 

A new paragraph (x) has been added to 
USML Category II, allowing ITAR licensing 
on behalf of the Department of Commerce 
for commodities, software, and technology 
subject to the EAR, provided those commod-
ities, software, and technology are to be used 
in or with defense articles controlled in 
USML Category XII and are described in the 
purchase documentation submitted with the 
application. 
Category III—Ammunition and Ordnance 

Paragraph (a) is revised by adding ten sub-
paragraphs to specifically enumerate the ar-
ticles controlled, including adding a control 
for DOD-funded development ammunition. 
Ammunition not described will be controlled 
under ECCN 0A505. Black powder guns and 

armaments manufactured between 1890 and 
1919 will be controlled under ECCN 0A602, ex-
cept for black powder guns and armaments 
manufactured earlier than 1890. 

Paragraph (b) is revised to more specifi-
cally describe the items warranting control 
under this paragraph by identifying those 
items in two subparagraphs. Items that were 
controlled in this paragraph but do not meet 
the more specific description will be con-
trolled in ECCN 0B505. 

Paragraph (c) is reserved. The items that 
were controlled in this paragraph will be 
controlled in ECCN 0B505. 

Paragraph (d) is revised by adding fifteen 
subparagraphs to specifically enumerate the 
articles controlled. Parts and components of 
USML ammunition that are not described 
will be controlled in ECCN 0A505. 

Paragraph (e) is revised to add control for 
the classified technical data directly related 
to items controlled in ECCNs 0A505, 0B505, 
0D505, and 0E505 and defense services using 
the classified technical data. 

A new paragraph (x) has been added to 
USML Category II, allowing ITAR licensing 
on behalf of the Department of Commerce 
for commodities, software, and technology 
subject to the EAR, provided those commod-
ities, software, and technology are to be used 
in or with defense articles controlled in 
USML Category XII and are described in the 
purchase documentation submitted with the 
application. 

A new note is added to Category III to pro-
vide that ammunition crimped without a 
projectile (blank star) and dummy ammuni-
tion with a pierced powder chamber are not 
on the USML. These items will be controlled 
in ECCN 0A505. An additional new note is 
added to provide that grenades containing 
non-lethal or less lethal projectiles are not 
on the USML. These grenades will be con-
trolled in ECCN 0A505. 

For items that have transitioned to the 
CCL in a 600 series entry, transactions des-
tined for countries subject to a U.S. arms 
embargo will not be eligible for license ex-
ceptions, except for License Exception GOV 
under EAR § 740.11(b)(2)(ii). Multilateral re-
gime-controlled items moved from the 
USML to the CCL will retain their regime 
control parameters and reasons for control. 

The Department of Commerce has created 
a License Exception Strategic Trade Author-
ization (STA, § 740.20), which authorizes the 
export, re-export, and transfer (in-country) 
of certain items on the CCL to ‘‘countries of 
least concern’’ without a license (i.e., Argen-
tina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, 
Canada, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, 
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, 
Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Lat-
via, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Netherlands, 
New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Ro-
mania, Slovakia, Slovenia, South Korea, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey, and the 
United Kingdom). Parts, components, acces-
sories and attachments controlled under sub-
paragraph ‘‘x’’ of the relevant ECCNs will be 
automatically available for this exception. 
However, end-items that will be controlled 
under the new ECCNs will be subject to a 
‘‘first time’’ license requirement. Exporters 
will be able to request a determination on 
STA eligibility for these items concurrent 
with a license request. If the Departments of 
State, Defense, and Commerce all agree, the 
end-item would be separately posted, by 
model number, as eligible for STA in the fu-
ture. If the departments cannot reach con-
sensus, the end-item would continue to re-
quire a license to all destinations except 
Canada. 

Existing License Exceptions LVS (§ 740.3), 
TMP (§ 740.9), RPL (§ 740.10), and GOV 
(§ 740.11(b)(2)(ii) or (b)(2)(iii)) will be eligible 
for use for items controlled by these ECCNs. 

Categories I, II and III MDE Transitioning to the CCL 

ITEM DESCRIPTION CCL CONTROL 
Cartridge, 5.56mm M855A1 ............ CCL ..................... ECCN 0A505.a 

Edited text set in black brackets. Revised 
text set in italic. 

f 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE 
MONTH 

Mr. UDALL. Mr. President, every No-
vember, the Senate observes Native 
American Heritage Month to recognize 
the contributions of American Indians, 
Alaska Natives, and Native Hawaiians 
to the United States. 

Today, the promise of Native 
achievement burns brighter than ever. 
Just a few months ago, Joy Harjo, a 
member of the Muscogee Creek Nation, 
became the Nation’s 23rd Poet Lau-
reate. The first Native American ap-
pointed to the laureateship in the his-
tory of the Library of Congress, Ms. 
Harjo is an inspiration to the next gen-
eration of Native American writers, 
poets, and artists to share their diverse 
and powerful voices with the world. 

In this spirit, I am proud to have 
worked with Ms. Harjo, the Library of 
Congress, the Institute of American In-
dian Arts, and the Boys and Girls Club 
of America to host an exhibition of Na-
tive student poetry in the rotunda of 
the Russell Senate Office Building this 
month. The display showcases Ms. 
Harjo’s poetry alongside original works 
written by Autumn Abeyta, Ambrosia 
Morning Gun, Jewel Palmer, Paige 
Hannan, Lindsey Toya-Tosa, Delaney 
Keshena, and Rebekkah Autaubo—Na-
tive students attending schools in my 
home state of New Mexico and rep-
resenting Tribes in New Mexico, Mon-
tana, New York, Wisconsin, and Okla-
homa. 

This year’s inaugural exhibit rep-
resents the countless ways Native peo-
ples have harnessed their strength, re-
silience, and unique perspectives to 
shape nearly every facet of our na-
tional identity. 

As the vice chairman of the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs, I work every 
day to achieve Indian Country’s prior-
ities and uphold the Federal Govern-
ment’s trust and treaty responsibilities 
to Indian Country. I hope this month 
will serve as an opportunity for this 
entire body to reexamine how we can 
strengthen our commitment to Native 
peoples and recommit to our shared re-
sponsibilities. 

f 

HONORING CHANNING ROBERT 
WHITAKER 

Mr. GRASSLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a fallen soldier 
from Iowa, Private Channing Robert 
Whitaker. After 76 years, this marine is 
finally coming home. Inspired by the 
patriotism and service of his four older 
siblings who also served during World 
War II, Whitaker enlisted in the U.S. 
Marine Corps in 1942 at the age of 17. 
After completing training, his unit de-
ployed on November 20, 1943 during the 
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D-Day operations at Tarawa Atoll in 
the Pacific. On November 22, 1943, 
Whitaker was killed in action during 
the effort to secure Betio Island in the 
Tarawa Atoll. He was 18 years old. Dur-
ing this battle, over 3,000 U.S. marines 
and sailors were killed or wounded. 
After the war was over, there were ef-
forts to repatriate all of the fallen; 
however, almost half of the known cas-
ualties were not recovered. 

In March of this year, thanks to the 
efforts of History Flight, Inc., the Re-
public of Kiribati, and the Defense 
POW/MIA Accounting Agency, 
Whitaker’s remains were identified. On 
November 22, 2019, 76 years after he 
gave the last full measure of devotion 
in service to his country, Channing 
Whitaker will be buried with full mili-
tary honors in Des Moines, IA. 

Our country owes a debt of gratitude 
to all who have served in defense of our 
country and especially to those who 
killed in action. I am grateful that this 
Iowan is finally coming home and that 
his service and sacrifice will always be 
remembered. 

f 

REMEMBERING MISTER FRED 
ROGERS 

Mr. TOOMEY. Mr. President I rise 
today to pay tribute to the legacy of 
one of our Nation’s most treasured edu-
cators and performers and a native 
Pennsylvanian, Mister Fred Rogers. 
Many are recognizing today as World 
Kindness Day and are performing acts 
of kindness toward their loved ones, 
neighbors, and even strangers. Perhaps 
no American embodies the spirit of 
kindness more than Fred Rogers. 

Affectionately known by children 
and adults alike as ‘‘Mister Rogers,’’ 
Fred McFeely Rogers was born in La-
trobe, PA on March 20, 1928. From an 
early age, Fred Rogers demonstrated 
an interest in learning, making art 
through creative expression, and serv-
ing other. He graduated with a degree 
in music composition from Rollins Col-
lege in Winter Park FL., in 1951 and 
earned a degree in divinity from the 
Pittsburgh Theological Seminary in 
1962. A year later, he became an or-
dained minister of the Presbyterian 
Church. 

Mister Rogers began his television 
career shortly after college, working 
on the sets of NBC in New York City. 
He then moved back to Southwestern 
Pennsylvania to work for the first 
conmmunity-owned, public television 
station in the country, Pittsburgh’s 
WQED. He gained a firsthand view of 
the transformative power of television 
and the impact that educational pro-
grams could have on adults and chil-
dren. At WQED, Mister Rogers worked 
with Josie Carey on a program called 
‘‘The Children’s Corner’’, where many 
of his now-familiar characters were 
first given life. Additionally, he sought 
the expertise of Dr. Margaret McFar-
land, the director of the Arsenal Fam-
ily and Children’s Center in Pitts-
burgh, to integrate best teaching prac-
tices into his work. 

In 1963, Rogers appeared on camera 
for the first time to host a children’s 
program called ‘‘Misterogers’’. The pro-
gram was filmed by the Canadian 
Broadcasting Corporation in Toronto 
and aired until 1967. Rogers returned to 
Pittsburgh and WQED, where he cre-
ated and filmed ‘‘Mister Rogers’ Neigh-
borhood’’. By 1968, the Public Broad-
casting Service was broadcasting Mis-
ter Rogers to thousands of households 
throughout the country. 

For three decades, Mister Rogers 
brought love, kindness, generosity, 
grace, laughter, and cheer into the 
lives of countless children and their 
families. His lessons and performances 
on ‘‘Mister Rogers’ Neighborhood’’ 
taught children about respect, safety, 
perseverance, civility, and caring for 
others. He did not shy away from issues 
that face almost every child, including 
intolerance, disagreement, and bul-
lying. Because he could connect with 
children in a way few adults could, 
Mister Rogers helped children to cope 
and understand difficult emotional 
issues like anger, death, and divorce. 
Mister Rogers was a friend to all chil-
dren and played an important role in 
the lives of many by reminding them of 
their self-worth. 

Mister Rogers was bestowed with nu-
merous accolades, including the Presi-
dential Medal of Freedom, which was 
awarded by President George W. Bush 
in 2002. Since his death on February 27, 
2003, scores of people have paid tribute 
to Mister Rogers’ life and legacy. This 
year, Pennsylvania celebrated the first 
1–4–3 Day—the number of letters in the 
word ‘‘I love you’’, as Mister Rogers 
would note—in Rogers’ honor. Last 
month, the city of Nashville, TN, pro-
claimed November as Thank You, Mis-
ter Rogers Month. The arts industry 
has payed tribute to Rogers’ body of 
work through collaborative music 
projects, biographies, and feature 
films. The outpouring of support is a 
testament to Rogers’ impact on the 
Nation. Even today, millions of chil-
dren continue to benefit from Mister 
Rogers’ work through programs like 
the cartoon ‘‘Daniel Tiger’s Neighbor-
hood,’’ which is made and distributed 
by Fred Rogers Productions. 

Fred Rogers will be remembered as a 
trailblazer in television, master educa-
tor, model citizen, and most notably, 
an inspiration to children and commu-
nities across the Nation. His legacy 
lives on through his art and can be 
found in acts of kindness being done in 
every neighborhood across the country. 

Mr. President, I urge my colleagues 
to join me in celebrating the life of 
Fred Rogers, a friendly neighbor and 
model citizen for whom every day was 
beautiful. 

f 

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS 

TRIBUTE TO LEE GIBSON 

∑ Ms. CORTEZ MASTO. Mr. President, 
I come forward today to recognize the 

executive director of the Regional 
Transportation Commission of Washoe 
County, Lee Gibson, who after over 10 
years of dedicated service, announced 
his retirement this year. 

Since his appointment to chief direc-
tor of the RTC in 2009, Mr. Gibson has 
worked tirelessly to improve customer 
service and promote collaboration with 
the local community. During his ten-
ure at the RTC, he has reduced agency 
operating costs by over 30 percent 
while delivering the largest 
multimodal construction program in 
the agency’s history. His dedication 
and pragmatism has helped guide the 
RTC of Washoe County through tumul-
tuous economic times as well as the ex-
ponential growth of the Reno-Sparks 
area. 

The RTC, under the management of 
Mr. Gibson, adopted a sustainability 
policy that has led to a multitude of 
successful projects, including earning 
national recognition for the SouthEast 
Connector. The RTC has also been rec-
ognized for achieving LEED certifi-
cation for two recently opened transit 
centers and obtained recognition for 
the development of Complete Streets 
and sustainable highway design 
throughout the Truckee Meadows. The 
region was even designated as a bicy-
cle-friendly community by the Amer-
ican League of Bicyclists. 

Mr. Gibson did not just focus on re-
structuring the transit system during 
his time as the Director of the RTC; his 
emphasis on customer service and time 
performance led to improved customer 
satisfaction with the transportation 
services. This is due to the RTC’s im-
plementation of innovative services, 
such as the RTC RAPID bus rapid tran-
sit project. Mr. Gibson also succeeded 
in delivering a broader community out-
reach program and successfully col-
laborated with other agencies to plan 
and deliver efficient and effective 
transportation services. 

Mr. Gibson made sure to give back to 
his community beyond his impressive 
service in the RTC. He is a founding 
member of Northern Nevada Transpor-
tation Collaborative, NNTC, a coalition 
of business and government leaders, 
academic researchers, transportation 
professionals, and citizens committed 
to promoting transportation as a key 
tool for economic revitalization, qual-
ity of life, and sustainability. In 2012 he 
became the chairman of the Nevada 
Executive Committee for Transpor-
tation Safety. There, he works with 
State and local agencies to promote 
safety policies for all modes of trans-
portation. He is also a member of the 
TRB Planning Applications Committee 
and the APTA Planning and Policy 
Committee. 

Today, I celebrate the many con-
tributions of Lee Gibson to the Reno- 
Sparks metropolitan area and Washoe 
County as well as to the Northern Ne-
vada community. We owe Mr. Gibson a 
debt of gratitude for his service and his 
leadership will be missed.∑ 
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RECOGNIZING A & J AUTO REPAIR 

∑ Mr. RISCH. Mr. President, as a mem-
ber and former chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Small Business and En-
trepreneurship, each month I recognize 
and celebrate the American entrepre-
neurial spirit by highlighting the suc-
cess of a small business in my home 
State of Idaho. However, in honor of 
Veterans Day on November 11, this 
month I will honor a veteran-owned 
small business for each of the 10 days 
the Senate is in legislative session. The 
personal sacrifices made by America’s 
veterans have protected the very free-
doms and values that give each of us 
and our children the ability to achieve 
the American dream. The skills vet-
erans learn as members of the military 
are invaluable and undoubtedly con-
tribute to Idaho’s flourishing veteran 
business community. I am proud of the 
sacrifices veterans have made to pro-
tect our country and that they are 
choosing Idaho to call home when they 
complete their service in the military. 
As your U.S. Senator from the great 
State of Idaho, it is my pleasure to rec-
ognize A & J Auto Repair in Twin Falls 
as the veteran-owned Idaho Small 
Business of the Day for November 13, 
2019. 

A & J Auto Repair is owned and oper-
ated by Charles ‘‘Abe’’ Abrahamson, 
who served in the United States Marine 
Corps, and his wife Robin. Abe is an ac-
tive member of the American Legion 
and was recently recognized as the 2019 
American Legion National Recruiter of 
the Year for his work recruiting more 
than 700 new members in 2018. 

In 2013, the Abrahamsons opened A & 
J Auto Repair to provide automotive 
maintenance and repair services to the 
Magic Valley. Factory trained and cer-
tified technicians at A & J Auto Repair 
service all makes and models of cars, 
trucks, and sports utility vehicles. Abe 
Abrahamson is certified to service 
Volkswagen and Audi vehicles. The 
company prides itself in providing cus-
tomers with accurate and timely re-
pairs. A & J Auto Repair technicians 
and staff work hard to provide excep-
tional, personalized services at afford-
able prices. 

Congratulations to Abe and Robin 
Abrahamson and all of the employees 
at A & J Auto Repair for being selected 
as the veteran-owned Idaho Small 
Business of the Day for November 13, 
2019. You make our great State proud, 
and I look forward to your continued 
growth and success.∑ 

f 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

Messages from the President of the 
United States were communicated to 
the Senate by Ms. Roberts, one of his 
secretaries. 

f 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

In executive session the Presiding Of-
ficer laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United 

States submitting sundry nominations 
and a withdrawal which were referred 
to the appropriate committees. 

(The messages received today are 
printed at the end of the Senate 
proceedings.) 

f 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

At 10:13 a.m., a message from the 
House of Representatives, delivered by 
Mr. Novotny, one of its reading clerks, 
announced that the House has passed 
the following bills, in which it requests 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H.R. 1424. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs permits the display of Fallen 
Soldier Displays in national cemeteries. 

H.R. 3224. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for increased access 
to Department of Veterans Affairs medical 
care for women veterans. 

H.R. 3996. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for certain require-
ments relating to the use of the design-build 
construction method for Department of Vet-
erans Affairs construction projects, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 4162. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend the period under 
which an election must be made for entitle-
ment to educational assistance under the 
All-Volunteer Educational Assistance Pro-
gram of Department of Veterans Affairs, to 
phase out the use of such program, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 4356. An act to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to allow 
certain individuals to terminate contracts 
for telephone, multichannel video program-
ming, or internet access service, and for 
other purposes. 

H.R. 4360. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the due process ac-
corded veterans with respect to recovery of 
overpayments made by the Department and 
other amounts owed by veterans to the 
United States, to improve the processing of 
veterans benefits by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and for other purposes. 

H.R. 4477. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to submit to Congress a 
plan to address certain high risk areas iden-
tified by the Comptroller General of the 
United States regarding the Department of 
Veterans Affairs in the 2019 HighRisk List of 
the Government Accountability Office, and 
for other purposes. 

H.R. 4625. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to require that educational in-
stitutions abide by certain principles as a 
condition of approval for purposes of the edu-
cational assistance programs of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses. 

H.R. 4771. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to permit appellants to appear 
in cases before the Board of Veterans’ Ap-
peals by picture and voice transmission from 
locations other than facilities of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

MEASURES REFERRED 

The following bills were read the first 
and the second times by unanimous 
consent, and referred as indicated: 

H.R. 1424. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to ensure the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs permits the display of Fallen 
Soldier Displays in national cemeteries; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 3224. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for increased access 
to Department of Veterans Affairs medical 
care for women veterans; to the Committee 
on Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 3996. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to provide for certain require-
ments relating to the use of the design-build 
construction method for Department of Vet-
erans Affairs construction projects, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 4162. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to extend the period under 
which an election must be made for entitle-
ment to educational assistance under the 
All-Volunteer Educational Assistance Pro-
gram of Department of Veterans Affairs, to 
phase out the use of such program, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 4356. An act to amend the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act to allow 
certain individuals to terminate contracts 
for telephone, multichannel video program-
ming, or internet access service, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 4360. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to improve the due process ac-
corded veterans with respect to recovery of 
overpayments made by the Department and 
other amounts owed by veterans to the 
United States, to improve the processing of 
veterans benefits by the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 4477. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to submit to Congress a 
plan to address certain high risk areas iden-
tified by the Comptroller General of the 
United States regarding the Department of 
Veterans Affairs in the 2019 High-Risk List 
of the Government Accountability Office, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

H.R. 4625. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to require that educational in-
stitutions abide by certain principles as a 
condition of approval for purposes of the edu-
cational assistance programs of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

H.R. 4771. An act to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to permit appellants to appear 
in cases before the Board of Veterans’ Ap-
peals by picture and voice transmission from 
locations other than facilities of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

f 

MEASURES PLACED ON THE 
CALENDAR 

The following bill was read the sec-
ond time, and placed on the calendar: 

S. 2840. A bill to authorize appropriations 
for fiscal year 2020 for military activities of 
the Department of Defense, for military con-
struction, and for defense activities of the 
Department of Energy, and for other pur-
poses. 

f 

EXECUTIVE AND OTHER 
COMMUNICATIONS 

The following communications were 
laid before the Senate, together with 
accompanying papers, reports, and doc-
uments, and were referred as indicated: 

EC–3144. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Issuances Staff, Food Safety and 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:42 Nov 14, 2019 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00050 Fmt 0624 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A13NO6.035 S13NOPT1S
sp

en
ce

r 
on

 D
S

K
B

B
X

C
H

B
2P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 S

E
N

A
T

E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S6565 November 13, 2019 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Eligibility of the 
Socialist Republic of Vietnam to Export 
Siluriformes Fish and Fish Products to the 
United States’’ (RIN0583–AD74) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 5, 2019; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3145. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Issuances Staff, Food Safety and 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Eligibility of Thai-
land to Export Siluriformes Fish and Fish 
Products to the United States’’ (RIN0583– 
AD74) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 5, 2019; to the 
Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and 
Forestry. 

EC–3146. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Issuances Staff, Food Safety and 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Eligibility of the 
People’s Republic of China to Export 
Siluriformes Fish and Fish Products to the 
United States’’ (RIN0583–AD73) received in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 5, 2019; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3147. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Issuances Staff, Food Safety and 
Inspection Service, Department of Agri-
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Eligibility of the 
People’s Republic of China to Export to the 
United States Poultry Products from Birds 
Slaughtered in the PRC’’ (RIN0583–AD64) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 8, 2019; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, Nutrition, and Forestry. 

EC–3148. A communication from the Dep-
uty Under Secretary of Defense, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a report relative to 
the Electromagnetic Spectrum Operations 
Cross-Functional Team methodology and ap-
proach to updating the Department’s strat-
egy for EMS superiority and provides the 
status of and describes the way ahead for de-
velopment, integration, and enhancement of 
the electronic warfare mission area; to the 
Committees on Appropriations; and Armed 
Services. 

EC–3149. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief Financial Officer, Department of 
Energy, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port relative to a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. 

EC–3150. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to a violation of 
the Antideficiency Act that occurred in the 
Department of Agriculture’s Pima Agri-
culture Cotton Trust Fund; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

EC–3151. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to a violation of 
the Antideficiency Act that occurred in the 
Department of Agriculture’s Non-Insured 
Crop Disaster Assistance Program (NAP) 
Frost Freeze (FFN) Account; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations. 

EC–3152. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report relative to a violation of 
the Antideficiency Act that occurred in the 
Department of Agriculture’s Farm Service 
Agency (FSA) Salaries and Expenses Ac-
count; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EC–3153. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a semiannual 
report entitled, ‘‘Acceptance of Contribu-
tions for Defense Programs, Projects, and 
Activities; Defense Cooperation Account’’ 
and a semiannual listing of personal prop-

erty contributed by coalition partners; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–3154. A communication from the Acting 
Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a semiannual 
report entitled, ‘‘Acceptance of Contribu-
tions for Defense Programs, Projects, and 
Activities; Defense Cooperation Account’’ 
and a semiannual listing of personal prop-
erty contributed by coalition partners; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

EC–3155. A communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and 
Sustainment), transmitting, pursuant to 
law, a report entitled, ‘‘Department of De-
fense Small Business Strategy’’; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

EC–3156. A communication from the Senior 
Official performing the duties of the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting the report of an officer 
authorized to wear the insignia of the grade 
of admiral in accordance with title 10, 
United States Code, section 777a, for a period 
not to exceed 14 days before assuming the 
duties of the position for which the higher 
grade is authorized, this will not cause the 
Department to exceed the number of frocked 
officers authorized; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

EC–3157. A communication from the Senior 
Official performing the duties of the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readi-
ness), transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Career Progression Tracks of 
the Armed Forces for Women in Combat 
Arms Units’’ ; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

EC–3158. A communication from the Pro-
gram Specialist, Office of the Comptroller of 
the Currency, Department of the Treasury, 
transmitting , pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Changes to Applicability 
Thresholds for Regulatory Capital and Li-
quidity Requirements’’ (RIN1557–AE63) re-
ceived during adjournment of the Senate in 
the Office of the President of the Senate on 
November 1, 2019; to the Committee on Bank-
ing, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3159. A communication from the Direc-
tor, Bureau of Consumer Financial Protec-
tion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Home Mortgage Dis-
closure (Regulation C)’’ (RIN3170–AA76) re-
ceived in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 7, 2019; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–3160. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Final Rule - Resolution Plans Required’’ 
(RIN3064–AE93) received in the Office of the 
President of the Senate on November 7, 2019; 
to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and 
Urban Affairs . 

EC–3161. A communication from the Direc-
tor of Legislative Affairs, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Changes to Applicability Thresholds for 
Regulatory Capital and Liquidity Require-
ments’’ (RIN3064–AE96) received in the Office 
of the President of the Senate on November 
7, 2019; to the Committee on Banking, Hous-
ing, and Urban Affairs. 

EC–3162. A communication from the Dep-
uty Secretary, Securities and Exchange 
Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Commission 
Statement on Market Structure Innovation 
for Thinly Traded Securities’’ (17 CFR Part 
240) received in the Office of the President of 
the Senate on November 5, 2019; to the Com-
mittee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs. 

EC–3163. A communication from the Assist-
ant to the Board of Governors of the Federal 

Reserve System, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Changes to 
Applicability Thresholds for Regulatory Cap-
ital and Liquidity Requirements’’ (RIN7100– 
AF21) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 5, 2019; to the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban 
Affairs. 

EC–3164. A communication from the Divi-
sion Chief of Regulatory Affairs, Bureau of 
Land Management, Department of the Inte-
rior, transmitting, pursuant to law, the re-
port of a rule entitled ‘‘Minerals Manage-
ment: Adjustment of Cost Recovery Fees’’ 
(RIN1004–AE70) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 8, 2019; to the 
Committee on Energy and Natural Re-
sources. 

EC–3165. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; Massachusetts; 
Transport Element for the 2010 Sulfur Diox-
ide National Ambient Air Quality Standard’’ 
(FRL No. 10001–80–Region 1) received during 
adjournment of the Senate in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 8, 
2019; to the Committee on Environment and 
Public Works. 

EC–3166. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Regulatory Management Division, 
Environmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule en-
titled ‘‘Air Plan Approval; California; South 
Coast Air Quality Management District; Sta-
tionary Source Permits’’ (FRL No. 10002–12– 
Region 9) received during adjournment of the 
Senate in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 8, 2019; to the Com-
mittee on Environment and Public Works. 

EC–3167. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘2020 Cost of Living 
Adjustments to the Internal Revenue Code 
Tax Tables and Other Items’’ (Rev. Proc. 
2019–44) received in the Office of the Presi-
dent of the Senate on November 7, 2019; to 
the Committee on Finance. 

EC–3168. A communication from the Chief 
of the Publications and Regulations Branch, 
Internal Revenue Service, Department of the 
Treasury, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
report of a rule entitled ‘‘Removal of Section 
385 Documentation Regulations’’ (RIN1545– 
BO02) received in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 7, 2019; to the 
Committee on Finance. 

EC–3169. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a pe-
tition to add workers at the Y–12 Plant in 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee, to the Special Expo-
sure Cohort; to the Committee on Health, 
Education, Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3170. A communication from the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a pe-
tition to add workers at the West Valley 
Demonstration Project in West Valley, New 
York, to the Special Exposure Cohort; to the 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3171. A communication from the Direc-
tor of the Office of Standards, Regulations, 
and Variances, Mine Safety and Health Ad-
ministration, Department of Labor, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the report of a rule 
entitled ‘‘Examinations of Working Places in 
Metal and Nonmetal Mines’’ (RIN1219–AB92) 
received in the Office of the President of the 
Senate on November 5, 2019; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

EC–3172. A communication from the Regu-
lations Coordinator, Centers for Medicare 
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and Medicaid Services, Department of 
Health and Human Services, transmitting, 
pursuant to law, the report of a rule entitled 
‘‘Basic Health Program; Federal Funding 
Methodology for Program Years 2019 and 
2020’’ (RIN0938–ZB42) received in the Office of 
the President of the Senate on November 5, 
2019; to the Committee on Health, Education, 
Labor, and Pensions. 

EC–3173. communication from the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Comptroller), trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Uniform Re-
source Locator (URL) for the Department of 
Defense Agency Financial Report for fiscal 
year 2019; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3174. A communication from the Ad-
ministrator of the General Services Adminis-
tration, transmitting, pursuant to law, the 
Administration’s Semiannual Report of the 
Inspector General for the period from April 
1, 2019 through September 30, 2019; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3175. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 23–132, ‘‘School Sunscreen Safety 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2019’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3176. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 23–134, ‘‘Primary Date Alteration 
Amendment Act of 2019’’; to the Committee 
on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

EC–3177. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 23–152, ‘‘Joy Evans Therapeutic 
Recreation Center Designation Act of 2019’’; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3178. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 23–155, ‘‘Al and Mary Arrighi 
Way Designation Act of 2019’’; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs. 

EC–3179. A communication from the Chair-
man of the Council of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report 
on D.C. Act 23–157, ‘‘Commission on the Arts 
and Humanities Budget Subtitle Technical 
Temporary Amendment Act of 2019’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3180. A communication from the Dis-
trict of Columbia Auditor, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, reports entitled, ‘‘BEGA Mis-
handled Whistleblower Complaint on Hous-
ing Procurement’’ and ‘‘D.C. Department of 
Health Has System to Monitor Nursing 
Homes but Some Risks Remain’’; to the 
Committee on Homeland Security and Gov-
ernmental Affairs. 

EC–3181. A communication from the Treas-
urer of the National Gallery of Art, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the Gallery’s In-
spector General Report for fiscal year 2019; 
to the Committee on Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs. 

EC–3182. A communication from the Sec-
retary, Judicial Conference of the United 
States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-
port entitled ‘‘Electronic Public Access Fee 
Schedule’’; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

EC–3183. communication from the Acting 
Chief Privacy and Civil Liberties Officer, Of-
fice of Privacy and Civil Liberties, Depart-
ment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the report of a rule entitled ‘‘Privacy 
Act of 1974; Implementation’’’ (CPCLO Order 
No. 11–2019) received in the Office of the 

President of the Senate on November 5, 2019; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3184. A communication from the Dep-
uty Chief of the Regulatory Coordination Di-
vision, Citizenship and Immigration Serv-
ices, Department of Homeland Security, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, the report of 
a rule entitled ‘‘Registration Fee Require-
ment for Petitioners Seeking to File H–1B 
Petitions on Behalf of Cap Subject Aliens’’ 
(RIN1615–AC36) received during adjournment 
of the Senate in the Office of the President 
of the Senate on November 8, 2019; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

EC–3185. A communication from the Sec-
retary of the Senate, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, the report of the receipts and expend-
itures of the Senate for the period from April 
1, 2019 through September 30, 2019, received 
in the Office of the President of the Senate 
on November 13, 2019; ordered to lie on the 
table. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. ENZI, from the Committee on the 
Budget, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute: 

S. 2765. A bill to improve Federal fiscal 
controls and the congressional budget proc-
ess. 

f 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEE 

The following executive reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. WICKER for the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation. 

*Michael Graham, of Kansas, to be a Mem-
ber of the National Transportation Safety 
Board for a term expiring December 31, 2020. 

*Ian Paul Steff, of Indiana, to be Assistant 
Secretary of Commerce and Director General 
of the United States and Foreign Commer-
cial Service. 

*Theodore Rokita, of Indiana, to be a Di-
rector of the Amtrak Board of Directors for 
the remainder of the term expiring January 
3, 2021. 

*Carl Whitney Bentzel, of Maryland, to be 
a Federal Maritime Commissioner for the 
term expiring June 30, 2024. 

*Michael Graham, of Kansas, to be a Mem-
ber of the National Transportation Safety 
Board for a term expiring December 31, 2025. 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. President, for the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation I report favorably the 
following nomination list which was 
printed in the RECORD on the date indi-
cated, and ask unanimous consent, to 
save the expense of reprinting on the 
Executive Calendar that this nomina-
tion lie at the Secretary’s desk for the 
information of Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

*Coast Guard nominations beginning with 
Joseph D. Brown and ending with Mariett C. 
Ogg, which nominations were received by the 
Senate and appeared in the Congressional 
Record on October 15, 2019. 

*Nomination was reported with rec-
ommendation that it be confirmed sub-
ject to the nominee’s commitment to 
respond to requests to appear and tes-
tify before any duly constituted com-
mittee of the Senate. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND 
JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first 
and second times by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated: 

By Ms. BALDWIN (for herself and Mr. 
HOEVEN): 

S. 2841. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to increase the limitations 
for deductible new business expenditures and 
to consolidate provisions for start-up and or-
ganizational expenditures; to the Committee 
on Finance. 

By Mrs. CAPITO (for herself and Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR): 

S. 2842. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act and the Bipartisan 
Budget Act of 2018 to expand and expedite ac-
cess to cardiac rehabilitation programs and 
pulmonary rehabilitation programs under 
the Medicare program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. HIRONO, 
Ms. HARRIS, Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. STA-
BENOW, Ms. CANTWELL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, 
Mrs. GILLIBRAND, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. 
WARREN, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. HAS-
SAN, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, Ms. SMITH, 
Ms. SINEMA, Ms. ROSEN, Mr. SCHU-
MER, Mr. BROWN, Mr. UDALL, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. DURBIN, Mr. REED, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. CARDIN, 
Mr. SANDERS, Mr. CASEY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. TESTER, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. BENNET, Mr. MANCHIN, 
Mr. COONS, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
SCHATZ, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. HEINRICH, 
Mr. KING, Mr. KAINE, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. BOOKER, Mr. PETERS, Mr. VAN 
HOLLEN, and Mr. JONES): 

S. 2843. A bill to reauthorize the Violence 
Against Women Act of 1994 , and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for Ms. HARRIS): 
S. 2844. A bill to provide that certain ex-

ecutives of publicly traded utility companies 
may not receive bonuses or severance pay-
ments, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Finance. 

By Ms. ERNST (for herself, Ms. 
SINEMA, Mr. LEE, and Ms. SMITH): 

S. 2845. A bill to amend the Family and 
Medical Leave Act of 1993, to repeal certain 
limits on leave for married individuals em-
ployed by the same employer; to the Com-
mittee on Health, Education, Labor, and 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ISAKSON (for himself and Mr. 
BROWN): 

S. 2846. A bill to amend title XIX of the So-
cial Security Act to provide for the con-
tinuing requirement of Medicaid coverage of 
nonemergency transportation to medically 
necessary items and services, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. REED (for himself and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE): 

S. 2847. A bill to designate the facility of 
the United States Postal Service located at 
42 Main Street in Slatersville, Rhode Island, 
as the ‘‘Specialist Matthew R. Turcotte Post 
Office’’; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and Governmental Affairs. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
BOOKER, Ms. HIRONO, and Mr. 
WYDEN): 

S. 2848. A bill to prohibit the expenditure 
of Federal Funds to live stream border wall 
construction activities; to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs. 

By Mr. SCHUMER (for Mr. SANDERS 
(for himself and Ms. WARREN)): 
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S. 2849. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-

enue Code of 1986 to impose a corporate tax 
rate increase on companies whose ratio of 
compensation of the CEO or other highest 
paid employee to median worker compensa-
tion is more than 50 to 1, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Finance. 

By Mr. LEE (for himself, Mr. DURBIN, 
Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. HARRIS, Mr. KAINE, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
BOOKER, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
WYDEN, Mr. KING, and Ms. WARREN): 

S. 2850. A bill to focus limited Federal re-
sources on the most serious offenders; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLUNT: 
S. 2851. A bill to amend section 442 of title 

18, United States Code, to exempt certain in-
terests in mutual funds, unit investment 
trusts, employee benefit plans, and retire-
ment plans from conflict of interest limita-
tions for the Government Publishing Office; 
considered and passed. 

By Ms. MCSALLY: 
S. 2852. A bill to amend section 3903 of title 

31, United States Code, to establish acceler-
ated payments applicable to contracts with 
certain small business concerns, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Home-
land Security and Governmental Affairs. 

By Ms. MCSALLY: 
S. 2853. A bill to amend the Small Business 

Act to provide interim partial payment to 
small business contractors that request an 
equitable adjustment due to a change in the 
terms of a construction contract, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Small 
Business and Entrepreneurship. 

By Mr. MARKEY (for himself, Mr. 
SANDERS, and Mrs. GILLIBRAND): 

S. 2854. A bill to amend the Nuclear Waste 
Policy Act of 1982 to provide for the expan-
sion of emergency planning zones and the de-
velopment of plans for dry cask storage of 
spent nuclear fuel, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Environment and Public 
Works. 

By Mrs. GILLIBRAND: 
S.J. Res. 60. A joint resolution to amend 

the War Powers Resolution to improve re-
quirements and limitations in connection 
with authorizations for use of military force 
and narrowings and repeals of such author-
izations, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

f 

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND 
SENATE RESOLUTIONS 

The following concurrent resolutions 
and Senate resolutions were read, and 
referred (or acted upon), as indicated: 

By Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. 
TESTER, Ms. HIRONO, Mr. DURBIN, 
Mrs. MURRAY, Ms. STABENOW, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
PETERS, and Mr. SCHUMER): 

S. Res. 420. A resolution encouraging the 
President to expand the list of the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs of presumptive 
medical conditions associated with exposure 
to Agent Orange to include Parkinsonism, 
bladder cancer, hypertension, and 
hypothyroidism; to the Committee on Vet-
erans’ Affairs. 

f 

ADDITIONAL COSPONSORS 

S. 191 

At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 
names of the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. WARNER) and the Senator from Il-
linois (Mr. DURBIN) were added as co-
sponsors of S. 191, a bill to direct the 
Secretary of Defense to include in peri-

odic health assessments, separation 
history and physical examinations, and 
other assessments an evaluation of 
whether a member of the Armed Forces 
has been exposed to open burn pits or 
toxic airborne chemicals, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 206 
At the request of Mr. TESTER, the 

name of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
206, a bill to award a Congressional 
Gold Medal to the female telephone op-
erators of the Army Signal Corps, 
known as the ‘‘Hello Girls’’. 

S. 237 
At the request of Mr. BROWN, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. DAINES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 237, a bill to amend title XVIII of 
the Social Security Act to permit 
nurse practitioners and physician as-
sistants to satisfy the documentation 
requirement under the Medicare pro-
gram for coverage of certain shoes for 
individuals with diabetes. 

S. 277 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Montana 
(Mr. TESTER) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 277, a bill to posthumously award 
a Congressional Gold Medal to Fred 
Korematsu, in recognition of his dedi-
cation to justice and equality. 

S. 460 
At the request of Mr. WARNER, the 

name of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 460, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the ex-
clusion for employer-provided edu-
cation assistance to employer pay-
ments of student loans. 

S. 479 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 479, a bill to revise section 48 of title 
18, United States Code, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 647 
At the request of Mr. SCHATZ, the 

name of the Senator from Massachu-
setts (Ms. WARREN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 647, a bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to im-
pose a tax on certain trading trans-
actions. 

S. 803 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

name of the Senator from Nebraska 
(Mr. SASSE) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 803, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to restore incen-
tives for investments in qualified im-
provement property. 

S. 877 
At the request of Mrs. MURRAY, her 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
877, a bill to prohibit the sale of shark 
fins, and for other purposes. 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
877, supra. 

At the request of Mr. BOOKER, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 

WYDEN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
877, supra. 

S. 1253 

At the request of Mrs. FEINSTEIN, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1253, a bill to apply requirements re-
lating to delivery sales of cigarettes to 
delivery sales of electronic nicotine de-
livery systems, and for other purposes. 

S. 1344 

At the request of Mr. HOEVEN, his 
name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1344, a bill to require the Secretary of 
the Treasury to collect data and issue 
a report on the opportunity zone tax 
incentives enacted by the 2017 tax re-
form legislation, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1416 

At the request of Mr. CORNYN, the 
names of the Senator from Arizona 
(Ms. MCSALLY) and the Senator from 
Nebraska (Mrs. FISCHER) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 1416, a bill to amend 
the Federal Trade Commission Act to 
prohibit anticompetitive behaviors by 
drug product manufacturers, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 1437 

At the request of Mr. DURBIN, the 
name of the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. BLUMENTHAL) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 1437, a bill to amend title 
XI of the Social Security Act to re-
quire that direct-to-consumer adver-
tisements for prescription drugs and bi-
ological products include truthful and 
non-misleading pricing information. 

S. 1590 

At the request of Mr. MERKLEY, the 
name of the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
DURBIN) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
1590, a bill to amend the State Depart-
ment Basic Authorities Act of 1956 to 
authorize rewards for thwarting wild-
life trafficking linked to transnational 
organized crime, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1657 

At the request of Ms. COLLINS, the 
names of the Senator from Colorado 
(Mr. GARDNER), the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Mrs. FEINSTEIN), the Senator 
from North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS), the 
Senator from Massachusetts (Ms. WAR-
REN), the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. BURR), the Senator from New 
York (Mr. SCHUMER), the Senator from 
Georgia (Mr. ISAKSON), the Senator 
from Washington (Mrs. MURRAY), the 
Senator from New York (Mrs. GILLI-
BRAND) and the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Ms. BALDWIN) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1657, a bill to provide assist-
ance to combat the escalating burden 
of Lyme disease and other tick and 
vector-borne diseases and disorders. 

S. 1703 

At the request of Ms. CANTWELL, the 
names of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN), the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. LEAHY), the Senator from New 
York (Mrs. GILLIBRAND), the Senator 
from Vermont (Mr. SANDERS), the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALDWIN), the 
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Senator from Michigan (Mr. PETERS) 
and the Senator from Connecticut (Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL) were added as cosponsors 
of S. 1703, a bill to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1986 to reform the low- 
income housing credit, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1757 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

names of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) and the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MARKEY) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1757, a bill to 
award a Congressional Gold Medal, col-
lectively, to the United States Army 
Rangers Veterans of World War II in 
recognition of their extraordinary serv-
ice during World War II. 

S. 1791 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the names of the Senator from New 
Jersey (Mr. BOOKER) and the Senator 
from Illinois (Ms. DUCKWORTH) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1791, a bill to 
prohibit discrimination on the basis of 
religion, sex (including sexual orienta-
tion and gender identity), and marital 
status in the administration and provi-
sion of child welfare services, to im-
prove safety, well-being, and perma-
nency for lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, and queer or questioning 
foster youth, and for other purposes. 

S. 1820 
At the request of Mrs. GILLIBRAND, 

the name of the Senator from Mary-
land (Mr. VAN HOLLEN) was added as a 
cosponsor of S. 1820, a bill to improve 
the integrity and safety of horseracing 
by requiring a uniform anti-doping and 
medication control program to be de-
veloped and enforced by an independent 
Horseracing Anti-Doping and Medica-
tion Control Authority. 

S. 1822 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 

name of the Senator from New York 
(Mr. SCHUMER) was added as a cospon-
sor of S. 1822, a bill to require the Fed-
eral Communications Commission to 
issue rules relating to the collection of 
data with respect to the availability of 
broadband services, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1838 
At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 

name of the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1838, a bill to amend the Hong Kong 
Policy Act of 1992, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 1906 
At the request of Mr. BOOZMAN, the 

names of the Senator from Iowa (Ms. 
ERNST) and the Senator from Louisiana 
(Mr. KENNEDY) were added as cospon-
sors of S. 1906, a bill to require the Sec-
retary of Veterans Affairs to provide fi-
nancial assistance to eligible entities 
to provide and coordinate the provision 
of suicide prevention services for vet-
erans at risk of suicide and veteran 
families through the award of grants to 
such entities, and for other purposes. 

S. 1908 
At the request of Ms. MURKOWSKI, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 

SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1908, a bill to amend the Richard B. 
Russell National School Lunch Act to 
improve the efficiency of summer 
meals. 

S. 1921 

At the request of Ms. ROSEN, the 
name of the Senator from Oregon (Mr. 
MERKLEY) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 1921, a bill to provide that primary 
care services provided by the National 
Health Service Corps may include pal-
liative care services. 

S. 1982 

At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 
names of the Senator from Hawaii (Ms. 
HIRONO) and the Senator from Maine 
(Mr. KING) were added as cosponsors of 
S. 1982, a bill to improve efforts to 
combat marine debris, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 1992 

At the request of Mr. BARRASSO, the 
names of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT), the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. MORAN), the Senator from South 
Dakota (Mr. ROUNDS), the Senator from 
North Carolina (Mr. TILLIS), the Sen-
ator from Nevada (Ms. CORTEZ MASTO), 
the Senator from Wisconsin (Ms. BALD-
WIN), the Senator from Rhode Island 
(Mr. REED), the Senator from Hawaii 
(Ms. HIRONO), the Senator from Arizona 
(Ms. SINEMA), the Senator from Cali-
fornia (Ms. HARRIS), the Senator from 
Massachusetts (Ms. WARREN), the Sen-
ator from Virginia (Mr. WARNER), the 
Senator from California (Mrs. FEIN-
STEIN), the Senator from New Jersey 
(Mr. MENENDEZ) and the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. BLUMENTHAL) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 1992, a bill to 
amend the FAST Act to repeal a rescis-
sion of funds. 

S. 2059 

At the request of Mr. TILLIS, the 
names of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) and the Senator 
from Oklahoma (Mr. LANKFORD) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2059, a bill to 
provide a civil remedy for individuals 
harmed by sanctuary jurisdiction poli-
cies, and for other purposes. 

S. 2160 

At the request of Mr. SCOTT of South 
Carolina, the names of the Senator 
from Maine (Ms. COLLINS) and the Sen-
ator from Minnesota (Ms. SMITH) were 
added as cosponsors of S. 2160, a bill to 
require carbon monoxide alarms in cer-
tain federally assisted housing, and for 
other purposes. 

S. 2203 

At the request of Mr. BLUNT, the 
name of the Senator from Kansas (Mr. 
ROBERTS) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2203, a bill to extend the transfer of 
Electronic Travel Authorization Sys-
tem fees from the Travel Promotion 
Fund to the Corporation for Travel 
Promotion (Brand USA) through fiscal 
year 2027, and for other purposes. 

S. 2246 

At the request of Mr. MORAN, the 
name of the Senator from West Vir-
ginia (Mrs. CAPITO) was added as a co-

sponsor of S. 2246, a bill to amend titles 
XVIII and XIX of the Social Security 
Act to provide equal coverage of in 
vitro specific IgE tests and 
percutaneous tests for allergies under 
the Medicare and Medicaid programs, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2346 
At the request of Mr. WICKER, the 

name of the Senator from Alaska (Mr. 
SULLIVAN) was added as a cosponsor of 
S. 2346, a bill to improve the Fishery 
Resource Disaster Relief program of 
the National Marine Fisheries Service, 
and for other purposes. 

S. 2364 
At the request of Mr. SULLIVAN, the 

name of the Senator from Texas (Mr. 
CRUZ) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2364, a bill to enhance domestic marine 
debris response, and for other purposes. 

S. 2377 
At the request of Mr. INHOFE, the 

name of the Senator from Tennessee 
(Mrs. BLACKBURN) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. 2377, a bill to apply the 
Medicaid asset verification program to 
all applicants for, and recipients of, 
medical assistance in all States and 
territories, and for other purposes. 

S. 2427 
At the request of Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 

the name of the Senator from Alabama 
(Mr. JONES) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2427, a bill to amend title 31, 
United States Code, to require the Sec-
retary of the Treasury to mint and 
issue quarter dollars in commemora-
tion of the 19th Amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, and 
for other purposes. 

S. 2535 
At the request of Ms. KLOBUCHAR, the 

name of the Senator from Indiana (Mr. 
YOUNG) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2535, a bill to require the Secretary of 
Commerce to conduct an assessment 
and analysis relating to the decline in 
the business formation rate in the 
United States. 

S. 2585 
At the request of Ms. ERNST, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE), the Senator from Arkan-
sas (Mr. BOOZMAN), the Senator from 
Florida (Mr. SCOTT) and the Senator 
from Texas (Mr. CRUZ) were added as 
cosponsors of S. 2585, a bill to amend 
title XIX of the Social Security Act 
and Public Health Service Act to im-
prove the reporting of abortion data to 
the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention, and for other purposes. 

S. 2590 
At the request of Mr. BRAUN, the 

name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2590, a bill to protect the dignity 
of fetal remains, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2641 
At the request of Mr. RISCH, the 

name of the Senator from Virginia (Mr. 
WARNER) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2641, a bill to promote United States 
national security and prevent the re-
surgence of ISIS, and for other pur-
poses. 
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S. 2680 

At the request of Mr. RUBIO, the 
name of the Senator from Missouri 
(Mr. BLUNT) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. 2680, a bill to impose sanctions 
with respect to foreign support for Pal-
estinian terrorism, and for other pur-
poses. 

S. 2778 
At the request of Mr. SCHUMER, his 

name was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2778, a bill to reform the EB–5 Immi-
grant Investor Program, and for other 
purposes. 

S. 2787 
At the request of Mr. WYDEN, the 

name of the Senator from Maine (Mr. 
KING) was added as a cosponsor of S. 
2787, a bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to require reporting 
for qualified opportunity funds, to 
make modifications to opportunity 
zones, and for other purposes. 

S. RES. 150 
At the request of Mr. MENENDEZ, the 

names of the Senator from Nevada (Ms. 
ROSEN), the Senator from Ohio (Mr. 
BROWN) and the Senator from Nevada 
(Ms. CORTEZ MASTO) were added as co-
sponsors of S. Res. 150, a resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate that it 
is the policy of the United States to 
commemorate the Armenian Genocide 
through official recognition and re-
membrance. 

S. RES. 404 
At the request of Mr. CARDIN, the 

name of the Senator from Michigan 
(Mr. PETERS) was added as a cosponsor 
of S. Res. 404, a resolution expressing 
the sense of the Senate that the United 
States should work in cooperation with 
the international community and con-
tinue to exercise global leadership to 
address the causes and effects of cli-
mate change, and for other purposes. 

S. RES. 408 
At the request of Ms. HIRONO, the 

name of the Senator from Minnesota 
(Ms. KLOBUCHAR) was added as a co-
sponsor of S. Res. 408, a resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Senate that 
Members of Congress and their staffs, 
employees of the Executive Office of 
the President and executive branch 
agencies, and the President of the 
United States have a duty to protect 
the identities of whistleblowers and 
safeguard whistleblowers from retalia-
tion. 

S. RES. 411 
At the request of Mr. TOOMEY, the 

names of the Senator from Oklahoma 
(Mr. INHOFE), the Senator from Wyo-
ming (Mr. ENZI) and the Senator from 
North Dakota (Mr. CRAMER) were added 
as cosponsors of S. Res. 411, a resolu-
tion affirming that States maintain 
primacy for the regulation of hydraulic 
fracturing for oil and natural gas pro-
duction on State and private lands, 
that the President has no authority to 
declare a moratorium on the use of hy-
draulic fracturing on State and private 
lands, and that the President should 
not attempt to declare a moratorium 
on the use of hydraulic fracturing on 

Federal lands (including the Outer Con-
tinental Shelf) or lands held in trust 
for an Indian Tribe, unless the morato-
rium is authorized by an Act of Con-
gress. 

f 

STATEMENTS ON INTRODUCED 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 

By Mrs. FEINSTEIN (for herself, 
Mr. LEAHY, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
HIRONO, Ms. HARRIS, Mrs. MUR-
RAY, Ms. STABENOW, Ms. CANT-
WELL, Mrs. SHAHEEN, Mrs. 
GILLIBRAND, Ms. BALDWIN, Ms. 
WARREN, Ms. DUCKWORTH, Ms. 
HASSAN, Ms. CORTEZ MASTO, 
Ms. SMITH, Ms. SINEMA, Ms. 
ROSEN, Mr. SCHUMER, Mr. 
BROWN, Mr. UDALL, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mr. DURBIN, Mr. REED, Mr. CAR-
PER, Mr. MENENDEZ, Mr. 
CARDIN, Mr. SANDERS, Mr. 
CASEY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
TESTER, Mr. WARNER, Mr. 
MERKLEY, Mr. BENNET, Mr. 
MANCHIN, Mr. COONS, Mr. 
BLUMENTHAL, Mr. SCHATZ, Mr. 
MURPHY, Mr. HEINRICH, Mr. 
KING, Mr. KAINE, Mr. MARKEY, 
Mr. BOOKER, Mr. PETERS, Mr. 
VAN HOLLEN, and Mr. JONES): 

S. 2843. A bill to reauthorize the Vio-
lence Against Women Act of 1994, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mrs. FEINSTEIN. Mr. President, 
today, along with every other Senate 
Democrat, I am proud to introduce the 
Violence Against Women Reauthoriza-
tion Act of 2019. 

This bill passed the House by a vote 
of 163–158, with 33 Republicans sup-
porting it. 

It was written by the people on the 
front lines helping victims. It is not a 
Democratic bill or a Republican bill, it 
is a bill crafted by and for survivors 
who know exactly what’s need in the 
real world. In other words, it is the sur-
vivors’ bill. As I stated before, any re-
authorization of the Violence Against 
Women Act must do two things. 

First, it must preserve the advance-
ments made when it was last reauthor-
ized in 2013. And second, it must in-
clude meaningful improvements to the 
law. 

The meaningful legal improvements 
in this bill are particularly important, 
and I would like to highlight three. 
First, this bill preserves the anti-dis-
crimination protections that were 
made in 2013. These protections are 
particularly important to the LGBT 
community. According to the Center 
for Disease Control, along with 35 per-
cent of heterosexual women, 44 percent 
of lesbian women, and 61 percent of bi-
sexual women experience rape, phys-
ical violence, or stalking by an inti-
mate partner. 

Similarly, the 2015 U.S. transgender 
survey found that 47 percent of 
transgender people have been sexually 
assaulted. Simply put, these protec-
tions are important and we should not 
only be preserving them, we should be 

doing more to strengthen them. This 
bill also makes meaningful improve-
ments to the law to address domestic 
violence in Indian country. For exam-
ple, it expands jurisdiction over non-In-
dians for crimes against children, el-
ders, and law enforcement. 

A 2016 Justice Department report ex-
plained that ‘‘more than four in five 
American Indian and Alaska Native 
women have experienced violence in 
their lifetime.’’ 

The report also found that 56 percent 
have experienced sexual violence, 56 
percent have experienced violence at 
the hands of an intimate partner, and 9 
percent have been stalked. For me, 
these numbers are even more upsetting 
because California has the largest Trib-
al population in the United States. We 
must continue to respect Tribal sov-
ereignty and ensure that we are doing 
the most to protect the most vulner-
able among us, particularly children. 
Finally, this bill also keeps guns out of 
the hands of domestic abusers. 

Guns are the most likely way for do-
mestic violence to take a woman’s life. 
Women in the United States are eleven 
times more likely to be murdered by a 
firearm than in other high-income 
countries. The presence of guns in do-
mestic violence situations increases 
the chances that a woman will be mur-
dered by 500 percent. This bill makes 
modest, but necessary, improvements 
to the law to keep guns out of the 
hands of domestic abusers. 

For example, the bill amends current 
law so that people convicted of stalk-
ing cannot possess firearms. 

Yet, the National Rifle Association 
opposes it. 33 Republicans still voted 
for the House bill, and I hope my Re-
publicans colleagues in the Senate will 
do the same. It’s the right thing to do. 
The different parts of the Violence 
Against Women Act are all linked. 

For instance, preserving the non-dis-
crimination advancements made when 
VAWA was reauthorized in 2013 will 
help protect the LGBT community, but 
keeping guns out of the hands of do-
mestic abusers will help protect LGBT 
victims as well. 

This bill takes this sort of com-
prehensive approach by, for example, 
preserving the advances made to non- 
discrimination protections and improv-
ing the law in the areas of Tribal pro-
tections and gun safety. There is no 
simple way to stop domestic violence, 
but we have a duty to do all that we 
can. 

I thank the president, and I yield the 
floor. 

By Mr. BLUNT: 
S. 2851. A bill to amend section 442 of 

title 18, United States Code, to exempt 
certain interests in mutual funds, unit 
investment trusts, employee benefit 
plans, and retirement plans from con-
flict of interest limitations for the 
Government Publishing Office; consid-
ered and passed. 

S. 2851 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
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SECTION 1. GOVERNMENT PUBLISHING OFFICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 442 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 422. Government Publishing Office 

‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the terms ‘diversified’, ‘employee ben-

efit plan’, ‘holding’, ‘mutual fund’, and ‘unit 
investment trust’ have the meanings given 
those terms under section 2640.102 of title 5, 
Code of Federal Regulations, or any suc-
cessor thereto; and 

‘‘(2) the term ‘printing-related interest’ 
means an interest, direct or indirect, in— 

‘‘(A) the publication of any newspaper or 
periodical; 

‘‘(B) any printing, binding, engraving, or 
lithographing of any kind; or 

‘‘(C) any contract for furnishing paper or 
other material connected with the public 
printing, binding, lithographing, or engrav-
ing. 

‘‘(b) OFFENSE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Director of the Govern-
ment Publishing Office shall not, during his 
or her continuance in office, have any print-
ing-related interest. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR MUTUAL FUNDS, UNIT IN-
VESTMENT TRUSTS, EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS, 
AND RETIREMENT PLANS.—It shall not be a 
violation of paragraph (1) for the Director of 
the Government Publishing Office to have an 
interest in a diversified mutual fund, diversi-
fied unit investment trust, employee benefit 
plan, investment fund under the Thrift Sav-
ings Plan under subchapter III of chapter 84 
of title 5, or pension plan established or 
maintained by a State government or any 
political subdivision of a State government 
for its employees that has 1 or more holdings 
that are printing-related interests if the 
fund, trust, or plan does not exhibit a prac-
tice of concentrating in printing-related in-
terests. 

‘‘(c) PENALTY.—Whoever violates sub-
section (b)(1) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or 
both.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 23 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 442 and 
inserting the following: 
‘‘442. Government Publishing Office.’’. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 420—ENCOUR-
AGING THE PRESIDENT TO EX-
PAND THE LIST OF THE DE-
PARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS OF PRESUMPTIVE MED-
ICAL CONDITIONS ASSOCIATED 
WITH EXPOSURE TO AGENT OR-
ANGE TO INCLUDE 
PARKINSONISM, BLADDER CAN-
CER, HYPERTENSION, AND 
HYPOTHYROIDISM 

Mr. BROWN (for himself, Mr. TESTER, 
Ms. HIRONO, Mr. DURBIN, Mrs. MURRAY, 
Ms. STABENOW, Mr. BLUMENTHAL, Mr. 
SANDERS, Mr. PETERS, and Mr. SCHU-
MER) submitted the following resolu-
tion; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Veterans’ Affairs: 

S. RES. 420 

Whereas veterans have sacrificed so much 
for the United States and have proudly 
served the United States to secure and pre-
serve the freedoms inherent in the Constitu-
tion of the United States; 

Whereas veterans and their families de-
serve the benefits that they have earned; 

Whereas members of the Armed Forces 
sprayed millions of gallons of Agent Orange, 
a tactical herbicide, and other tactical herbi-
cides on trees and vegetation during the 
Vietnam War, from 1962 to 1975; 

Whereas 58,220 members of the Armed 
Forces died in combat during the Vietnam 
War, and veterans are still dying from dis-
eases related to exposure to Agent Orange; 

Whereas approximately 83,000 veterans are 
currently living with at least one of the pre-
sumptive medical conditions associated with 
exposure to Agent Orange; 

Whereas the report set forth by the Na-
tional Academy of Medicine in 2018 entitled 
‘‘Veterans and Agent Orange Exposure: Up-
date 11’’ recognized— 

(1) hypothyroidism and bladder cancer to 
have a limited or suggestive evidence of as-
sociation to exposure to Agent Orange; and 

(2) Parkinson-like symptoms, also known 
as Parkinsonism, and hypertension to have 
sufficient evidence of association to exposure 
to Agent Orange; 

Whereas, due to exposure to Agent Orange, 
veterans and their families are facing monu-
mental hurdles with respect to financial 
stress, mental health, substance addiction, 
and physical health issues; and 

Whereas internal documents obtained by a 
veteran under section 552 of title 5, United 
States Code (commonly referred to as the 
‘‘Freedom of Information Act’’), determined 
that the Director of the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget and other White House offi-
cials objected to the recommendation by 
former Secretary of Veterans Affairs David 
Shulkin to add bladder cancer, 
Parkinsonism, and hypothyroidism to the 
list of diseases related to exposure to Agent 
Orange: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate encourages the 
President— 

(1) to take care of members of the Armed 
Forces, veterans, and their family members 
who have given so much, including the ulti-
mate sacrifice, in defense of the United 
States; and 

(2) to take action on behalf of thousands of 
veterans across the United States who are 
living with chronic health conditions by ex-
panding the list of the Department of Vet-
erans Affairs of presumptive medical condi-
tions associated with exposure to Agent Or-
ange to include Parkinsonism, bladder can-
cer, hypertension, and hypothyroidism. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 1245. Mr. GRASSLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 2838, to amend the Ted Stevens 
Olympic and Amateur Sports Act to improve 
the transparency of the United States Center 
for Safe Sport, to provide grant account-
ability, and to protect victims of abuse from 
retaliation, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 1245. Mr. GRASSLEY submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill S. 2838, to amend the 
Ted Stevens Olympic and Amateur 
Sports Act to improve the trans-
parency of the United States Center for 
Safe Sport, to provide grant account-
ability, and to protect victims of abuse 
from retaliation, and for other pur-
poses; which was referred to the Com-

mittee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation; as follows: 

Strike all after the enacting clause and in-
sert the following: 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Stopping 
Abuse from Entering Sports, Promoting 
Oversight, Responsibility, and Transparency 
Act of 2019’’ or the ‘‘SAFESPORT Act’’. 
SEC. 2. ENHANCED CHILD ABUSE REPORTING. 

Section 226(c)(9) of the Victims of Child 
Abuse Act of 1990 (34 U.S.C. 20341(c)(9)) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘adult who is authorized’’ 
and inserting the following: ‘‘adult who— 

‘‘(A) is authorized’’; 
(2) in subparagraph (A), as so designated, 

by inserting ‘‘or’’ after the semicolon at the 
end; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(B) is an employee or representative of 

the United States Center for Safe Sport;’’. 
SEC. 3. IMPROVING TRANSPARENCY OF THE 

UNITED STATES CENTER FOR SAFE 
SPORT. 

(a) FUNDING ACCOUNTABILITY.—Section 
220541 of title 36, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(e) FUNDING ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Amounts transferred to 

the Center by the corporation or a national 
governing body shall be used primarily for 
the investigation and resolution of allega-
tions of sexual misconduct, or other mis-
conduct, made by amateur athletes affiliated 
with the corporation, a national governing 
body, or a paralympic sports organization, in 
accordance with section 220503(15). 

‘‘(2) USE OF FUNDS.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Of the amounts made 

available to the Center by the corporation or 
a national governing body in a fiscal year for 
the purpose described in section 220503(15)— 

‘‘(i) not less than 50 percent shall be used 
for processing the investigation and resolu-
tion of allegations described in paragraph 
(1); 

‘‘(ii) not more than 10 percent may be used 
for executive compensation of officers and 
directors of the Center; and 

‘‘(iii) not more than 20 percent may be used 
for administrative expenses of the Center, 
except that the reasonable travel expenses of 
investigative personnel of the Center and in-
surance and litigation expenses of the Center 
shall not be counted toward such amount. 

‘‘(B) RESERVE FUNDS.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—If, after the Center uses 

the amounts as allocated under subpara-
graph (A), the Center does not use the en-
tirety of the remaining amounts for the pur-
pose described in paragraph (1), the Center 
may retain not more than 25 percent of such 
amounts as reserve funds. 

‘‘(ii) RETURN OF FUNDS.—The Center shall 
return to the corporation and national gov-
erning bodies any amounts, proportional to 
the contributions of the corporation and na-
tional governing bodies, that remain after 
the retention described in clause (i). 

‘‘(C) LOBBYING AND FUNDRAISING.—Amounts 
made available to the Center under this 
paragraph may not be used for lobbying or 
fundraising expenses. 

‘‘(3) CONFERENCES AND TRAINING.—The Cen-
ter shall, to the maximum extent prac-
ticable, seek reimbursement for the reason-
able expenses associated with hosting or sup-
porting conferences for, and providing train-
ing or technical assistance to, individuals 
who are not employees of the Center.’’. 

(b) RECORDS, AUDITS, AND REPORTS.—Sec-
tion 220543 of title 36, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b) and inserting 
the following: 

‘‘(b) AUDITS AND TRANSPARENCY.— 
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‘‘(1) ANNUAL AUDIT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Not less frequently than 

annually, the financial statements of the 
Center for the preceding fiscal year shall be 
audited by an independent auditor in accord-
ance with generally accepted accounting 
principles— 

‘‘(i) to ensure the adequacy of the internal 
controls of the Center; and 

‘‘(ii) to prevent waste, fraud, or misuse of 
funds transferred to the Center by the cor-
poration or the national governing bodies. 

‘‘(B) LOCATION.—An audit under subpara-
graph (A) shall be conducted at the location 
at which the financial statements of the Cen-
ter normally are kept. 

‘‘(C) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date on which an audit under subpara-
graph (A) is completed, the independent 
auditor shall issue an audit report. 

‘‘(D) CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—On completion of the 

audit report under subparagraph (C) for a fis-
cal year, the Center shall prepare, in a sepa-
rate document, a corrective action plan that 
responds to any corrective action rec-
ommended by the independent auditor. 

‘‘(ii) MATTERS TO BE INCLUDED.—A correc-
tive action plan under clause (i) shall include 
the following for each such corrective ac-
tion: 

‘‘(I) The name of the person responsible for 
the corrective action. 

‘‘(II) A description of the planned correc-
tive action. 

‘‘(III) The anticipated completion date of 
the corrective action. 

‘‘(IV) In the case of a recommended correc-
tive action based on a finding in the audit re-
port with which the Center disagrees, or for 
which the Center determines that corrective 
action is not required, an explanation and a 
specific reason for noncompliance with the 
recommendation. 

‘‘(2) ACCESS TO RECORDS AND PERSONNEL.— 
With respect to an audit under paragraph (1), 
the Center shall provide the independent 
auditor access to all records, documents, and 
personnel and financial statements of the 
Center necessary to carry out the audit. 

‘‘(3) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Center shall make 

available to the public on an easily acces-
sible internet website of the Center— 

‘‘(i) each audit report under paragraph 
(1)(C); and 

‘‘(ii) the Internal Revenue Service Form 
990 of the Center for each year filed under 
section 501(c) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1986. 

‘‘(B) PERSONALLY IDENTIFIABLE INFORMA-
TION.—An audit report or the minutes made 
available under subparagraph (A) shall not 
include the personally identifiable informa-
tion of any individual. 

‘‘(4) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes 
this subsection, the Center shall be consid-
ered a private entity. 

‘‘(c) PETITIONS FOR EQUITABLE RELIEF.— 
The Attorney General may petition in the 
United States District Court for the District 
of Columbia for removal of officers and di-
rectors of the Center, as may be necessary or 
appropriate, if the Center— 

‘‘(1) engages in, or threatens to engage in, 
any act, practice, or policy that is materi-
ally inconsistent with the purpose described 
220503(15); or 

‘‘(2) refuses, fails, or neglects to discharge, 
or threatens to refuse, fail, or neglect to dis-
charge, the obligations of the Center to pro-
tect the safety of amateur athletes under 
this chapter. 

‘‘(d) REPORT.—The Center shall submit an 
annual report to Congress, including— 

‘‘(1) a strategic plan with respect to the 
manner in which the Center shall fulfill its 
duties under sections 220541 and 220542; 

‘‘(2) a detailed description of the efforts 
made by the Center to comply with such 
strategic plan during the preceding year; 

‘‘(3) any financial statement necessary to 
present fairly the assets, liabilities, and sur-
plus or deficit of the Center for the preceding 
year; 

‘‘(4) an analysis of the changes in the 
amounts of such assets, liabilities, and sur-
plus or deficit during the preceding year; 

‘‘(5) a detailed description of Center activi-
ties, including— 

‘‘(A) the number and nature of misconduct 
complaints referred to the Center; 

‘‘(B) the total number and type of pending 
misconduct complaints under investigation 
by the Center; 

‘‘(C) the number of misconduct complaints 
for which an investigation was terminated or 
otherwise closed by the Center; and 

‘‘(D) the number of such misconduct com-
plaints reported to law enforcement agencies 
by the Center for further investigation; 

‘‘(6) information relating to the edu-
cational activities and trainings conducted 
by the office of education and outreach of 
the Center during the preceding year, includ-
ing the number of educational activities and 
trainings developed and provided; and 

‘‘(7) a description of the activities of the 
Center. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) ‘audit report’ means a report by an 

independent auditor that includes— 
‘‘(A) an opinion or a disclaimer of opinion 

that presents the assessment of the inde-
pendent auditor with respect to the financial 
records of the Center, including whether 
such records are accurate and have been 
maintained in accordance with generally ac-
cepted accounting principles; 

‘‘(B) an assessment of the internal controls 
used by the Center that describes the scope 
of testing on of the internal control and the 
results of such testing; and 

‘‘(C) a compliance assessment that in-
cludes an opinion or a disclaimer of opinion 
as to whether the Center has complied with 
the terms and conditions of subsection (b); 
and 

‘‘(2) ‘independent auditor’ means an inde-
pendent certified public accountant or inde-
pendent licensed public accountant, certified 
or licensed by a regulatory authority of a 
State or a political subdivision of a State, 
who meets the standards specified in gen-
erally accepted accounting principles.’’. 
SEC. 4. GRANT ACCOUNTABILITY. 

Section 220531 of title 36, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following: 

‘‘(e) GRANT ACCOUNTABILITY.— 
‘‘(1) LIMITATIONS ON FUNDING.—The Attor-

ney General may not award a grant under 
this section to an entity that holds amounts 
in an offshore account for the purpose of 
avoiding payment of the tax described in sec-
tion 511(a) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986. 

‘‘(2) TRANSPARENCY.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—As a condition of receiv-

ing funds under this section, an entity shall 
include in an application for a grant— 

‘‘(i) a description of the process by which 
the entity determines the compensation of 
the officers, directors, trustees, and key em-
ployees of the entity, including any inde-
pendent individual involved in reviewing and 
approving such compensation; 

‘‘(ii) the comparability data used in such 
process; and 

‘‘(iii) contemporaneous substantiation of 
the deliberation and decision with respect to 
such compensation. 

‘‘(B) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY.—On request, the 
Attorney General shall make the informa-
tion disclosed under subparagraph (A) avail-
able for public inspection. 

‘‘(3) LIMITATIONS ON CONFERENCE EXPENDI-
TURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 
subparagraph (B), not more than $50,000 of 
grant funds provided to an entity under this 
section may be used to host or support a con-
ference. 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION.—An entity may use more 
than $50,000 of grant funds provided under 
this section to host or support a conference 
if the Director of the Office of Justice Pro-
grams— 

‘‘(i) authorizes such additional expense in 
writing; and 

‘‘(ii) provides a written cost estimate for 
the conference, including the cost of food, 
beverages, audio-visual equipment, hono-
raria for speakers, and entertainment. 

‘‘(4) AVOIDANCE OF DUPLICATIVE FEDERAL 
GRANTS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—The Attorney General 
shall assess whether a potential grant award 
to an entity under this section would result 
in an overlap or a duplication of Federal 
grant awards. 

‘‘(B) REPORT.—If the Attorney General 
awards a grant under this section to an enti-
ty in a fiscal year for which the entity re-
ceives any other Federal grant for a substan-
tially similar purpose, the Attorney General 
shall submit to the Committee on the Judici-
ary of the Senate and the Committee on the 
Judiciary of the House of Representatives a 
report that includes— 

‘‘(i) a description of each grant awarded to 
the entity in such fiscal year that results in 
an overlap or a duplication in Federal grant 
awards, including the total amount of each 
such grant award; and 

‘‘(ii) a justification for awarding an over-
lapping or a duplicative grant.’’. 
SEC. 5. PROTECTING ABUSE VICTIMS FROM RE-

TALIATION. 
(a) DEFINITIONS.—Section 220501(b) of title 

36, United States Code, is amended— 
(1) by redesignating paragraphs (7) through 

(9) and (10), as paragraphs (8) through (10) 
and (13) respectively; 

(2) by inserting after paragraph (6) the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(7) ‘covered entity’ means— 
‘‘(A) an officer or employee of the Center; 
‘‘(B) a coach, trainer, manager, adminis-

trator, or other employee or official associ-
ated with the corporation, a national gov-
erning body, or a paralympic sports organi-
zation; 

‘‘(C) the Department of Justice; 
‘‘(D) a Federal or State law enforcement 

authority; 
‘‘(E) a Federal or State entity responsible 

for receiving reports of child abuse; 
‘‘(F) the Equal Employment Opportunity 

Commission or other State or Federal entity 
with responsibility over claims of sexual 
harassment; or 

‘‘(G) any other person who the protected 
individual reasonably believes has authority 
to investigate or act on information relating 
to abuse, including— 

‘‘(i) emotional, physical, or sexual abuse; 
and 

‘‘(ii) sexual harassment.’’; 
(3) by inserting after paragraph (10), as so 

redesignated, the following: 
‘‘(11) ‘protected disclosure’ means any law-

ful act of a protected individual, or in the 
case of a protected individual who is a 
minor, an individual acting on behalf of a 
protected individual— 

‘‘(A) to provide information to, cause infor-
mation to be provided to, or otherwise assist 
in an investigation by a covered entity (or be 
perceived as providing information to, caus-
ing information to be provided to, or other-
wise assisting in such an investigation) re-
lating to abuse, including— 

‘‘(i) emotional, physical, or sexual abuse; 
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‘‘(ii) sexual harassment; and 
‘‘(iii) a violation of anti-abuse policies, 

practices and procedures established pursu-
ant to paragraph (3) of section 220541(a) and 
paragraph (2) of section 220542(a); 

‘‘(B) to file, cause to be filed, testify, par-
ticipate in, or otherwise assist in a pro-
ceeding filed or about to be filed (or be per-
ceived as filing, causing to be filed, testi-
fying, participating in, or otherwise assist-
ing in such an investigation) relating to 
abuse, including— 

‘‘(i) emotional, physical, or sexual abuse; 
‘‘(ii) sexual harassment; and 
‘‘(iii) a violation of anti-abuse policies and 

procedures established pursuant to para-
graph (3) of section 220541(a) and paragraph 
(2) of section 220542(a); 

‘‘(C) in communication with Congress; or 
‘‘(D) in the case of an amateur athlete, in 

communication with the Office of the Ath-
lete Ombudsman. 

‘‘(12) ‘protected individual’ means any— 
‘‘(A) amateur athlete, coach, medical pro-

fessional, or trainer associated with the cor-
poration, a national governing body, or a 
paralympic sports organization; or 

‘‘(B) any official or employee of the cor-
poration, a national governing body, a 
paralympic sports organization, or a grantee, 
contractor, or subcontractor of the corpora-
tion, a national governing body, or a 
paralympic sports organization’’; and 

(4) by inserting after paragraph (13), as so 
redesignated, the following: 

‘‘(14) ‘retaliation’ means any adverse or 
discriminatory action, or the threat of an 
adverse or discriminatory action, carried out 
against a protected individual because of any 
protected disclosure, including— 

‘‘(A) discipline; 
‘‘(B) discrimination regarding pay, terms, 

or privileges; 
‘‘(C) removal from a training facility; 
‘‘(D) reduced coaching or training; 
‘‘(E) reduced meals or housing; and 
‘‘(F) removal from competition.’’. 
(b) RESOLUTION OF DISPUTES.—Section 

220509 of title 36, United States Code, is 
amended— 

(1) in subsection (a), in the first sentence, 
by inserting ‘‘complaints of retaliation or’’ 
after ‘‘relating to’’; and 

(2) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(c) RETALIATION.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—The corporation, a na-

tional governing body, a paralympic sports 
organization, or any officer, employee, 
grantee, contractor, subcontractor, or agent 
of the corporation, a national governing 
body, or a paralympic sports organization, 
may not retaliate against any protected in-
dividual because of any protected disclosure. 

‘‘(2) REPORTING, INVESTIGATION AND ARBI-
TRATION.—The corporation shall establish 
mechanisms for the reporting, investigation, 
and resolution (through binding third-party 
arbitration) of complaints of alleged retalia-
tion. 

‘‘(3) DISCIPLINARY ACTION.—If the corpora-
tion finds that an officer or employee of the 
corporation, a national governing body, or a 
paralympic sports organizations (or any 
grantee, contractor, subcontractor, or agent 
of the corporation, a national governing 
body, or a paralympic sports organization) 
has retaliated against a protected individual, 
the corporation, national governing body, or 
paralympic sports organization, as applica-
ble, shall take appropriate disciplinary ac-
tion with respect to any such individual 
found to have retaliated against the pro-
tected individual. 

‘‘(4) REMEDIES.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the corporation finds 

that an officer or employee of the corpora-
tion, a national governing body, or a 
paralympic sports organization (or a grant-

ee, contractor, subcontractor, or agent of the 
corporation, a national governing body, or 
paralympic sports organization) has retali-
ated against a protected individual, the cor-
poration, national governing body, or 
paralympic sports organization, as applica-
ble, shall promptly— 

‘‘(i) take affirmative action to abate the 
violation; 

‘‘(ii) reinstate the complainant to the 
former position with the same pay and terms 
and privileges; and 

‘‘(iii) pay compensatory damages, includ-
ing economic damages (including backpay 
with interest) and any special damages sus-
tained as a result of the retaliation, includ-
ing damages for pain and suffering, reason-
able attorney fees, and costs. 

‘‘(B) REIMBURSEMENT FROM NATIONAL GOV-
ERNING BODY.—In the case of a national gov-
erning body or a paralympic sports organiza-
tion found to have retaliated against a pro-
tected individual, the corporation may de-
mand reimbursement from the national gov-
erning body or paralympic sports organiza-
tion for damages paid by the corporation 
under subparagraph (A). 

‘‘(5) ENFORCEMENT ACTION AND PROCE-
DURES.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—If the corporation has 
not issued a final decision within 180 days of 
the filing of the complaint and there is no 
showing that such delay is due to the bad 
faith of the complainant, the complainant 
may bring an action at law or equity for de 
novo review in the appropriate district court 
of the United States, which shall have juris-
diction over such an action without regard 
to the amount in controversy. 

‘‘(B) JURY TRIAL.—A party to an action 
brought under paragraph (A)shall be entitled 
to trial by jury. 

‘‘(C) RELIEF.—The court shall have juris-
diction to grant all relief under paragraph 
(4). 

‘‘(6) STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS.—An action 
under paragraph (2) shall be commenced not 
later than 2 years after the date on which 
the violation occurs, or after the date on 
which the protected individual became aware 
of the violation. 

‘‘(7) BURDENS OF PROOF.— An action under 
paragraph (2) or (5) shall be governed as fol-
lows: 

‘‘(A) REQUIRED SHOWING BY COMPLAINANT.— 
The corporation shall dismiss a complaint 
filed under this subsection and shall not con-
duct an investigation unless the complainant 
makes a prima facie showing that any retal-
iation was a contributing factor in the unfa-
vorable personnel action alleged in the com-
plaint. 

‘‘(B) CRITERIA FOR DETERMINATION BY THE 
ARBITRATION.—The arbitration may deter-
mine that a violation of paragraph (1) has oc-
curred only if the complainant demonstrates 
that the retaliation was a contributing fac-
tor in the unfavorable personnel action al-
leged in the complaint. 

‘‘(C) PROHIBITION.—Relief may not be or-
dered under paragraph (4) if the corporation, 
national governing body, or paralympic 
sports organization, as applicable, dem-
onstrates by clear and convincing evidence 
that the corporation, national governing 
body, or paralympic sports organization 
would have taken the same unfavorable per-
sonnel action in the absence of that behav-
ior. 

‘‘(8) REVIEW.—Any person adversely af-
fected or aggrieved by an order issued under 
paragraph (4) or (5)may obtain review of the 
order in the United States Court of Appeals 
for the circuit in which the violation, with 
respect to which the order was issued, alleg-
edly occurred or the circuit in which the 
complainant resided on the date of such vio-
lation. The petition for review shall be filed 

not later than 60 days after the date of the 
issuance of the arbitration decision of the 
corporation. Review shall conform to chap-
ter 7 of title 5, United States Code. The com-
mencement of proceedings under this para-
graph shall not, unless ordered by the court, 
operate as a stay of the order. 

‘‘(9) RIGHTS RETAINED.—Nothing in this 
subsection shall be deemed to diminish the 
rights, privileges, or remedies of any em-
ployee or other individual under any Federal 
or State law, or under any collective bar-
gaining agreement. 

‘‘(10) NONENFORCEABILITY OF CERTAIN PRO-
VISIONS WAIVING RIGHTS AND REMEDIES.—The 
rights and remedies provided for in this sub-
section may not be waived by any agree-
ment, policy form, or condition of employ-
ment or association with the corporation, a 
national governing body, or a paralympic 
sports organization. 

‘‘(11) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in 
this subsection shall be construed to mean 
that the funds transferred by the national 
governing bodies and paralympic sports or-
ganizations to the corporation and the Cen-
ter qualify as a grant.’’. 

(c) ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS FOR NA-
TIONAL GOVERNING BODIES.—Section 220522 of 
title 36, United States Code, amended— 

(1) in paragraph (14), by striking ‘‘; and’’ 
and inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (15), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(16) provides protection from retaliation 

to protected individuals.’’. 

f 

AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO 
MEET 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
have 5 requests for committees to meet 
during today’s session of the Senate. 
They have the approval of the Majority 
and Minority leaders. 

Pursuant to rule XXVI, paragraph 
5(a), of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, the following committees are au-
thorized to meet during today’s session 
of the Senate: 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, SCIENCE, AND 
TRANSPORTATION 

The Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, November 13, 
2019, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing on 
the following nominations; Ian Paul 
Steff, of Indiana, to be Assistant Sec-
retary of Commerce and Director Gen-
eral of the United States and Foreign 
Commercial Service, Michael Graham, 
of Kansas, to be a Member of the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board for 
a term expiring December 31, 2020, and 
to be a Member of the National Trans-
portation Safety Board for a term ex-
piring December 31, 2025, Carl Whitney 
Bentzel, of Maryland, to be a Federal 
Maritime Commissioner, Theodore 
Rokita, of Indiana, to be a Director of 
the Amtrak Board of Directors, and 
routine lists in the Coast Guard. 

COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT AND PUBLIC 
WORKS 

The Committee on Environment and 
Public Works is authorized to meet 
during the session of the Senate on 
Wednesday, November 13, 2019, at 10 
a.m., to conduct a hearing. 
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COMMITTEE ON HEALTH, EDUCATION, LABOR, 

AND PENSIONS 
The Committee on Health, Edu-

cation, Labor, and Pensions is author-
ized to meet during the session of the 
Senate on Wednesday, November 13, 
2019, at 10 a.m., to conduct a hearing. 

COMMITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY AND 
GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS 

The Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs is au-
thorized to meet during the session of 
the Senate on Wednesday, November 
13, 2019, at 9:30 a.m., to conduct a hear-
ing. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
The Committee on the Judiciary is 

authorized to meet during the session 
of the Senate on Wednesday, November 
13, 2019, at 2 p.m., to conduct a hearing 
on the following nominations: Stanley 
Blumenfeld, and Mark C. Scarsi, both 
to be a United States District Judge 
for the Central District of California, 
Grace Karaffa Obermann, of Virginia, 
to be a Judge of the United States 
Court of Federal Claims for a term of 
fifteen years, and Stephen A. Vaden, of 
Tennessee, to be a Judge of the United 
States Court of International Trade. 

f 

AMENDING SECTION 442 OF TITLE 
18, UNITED STATES CODE, TO EX-
EMPT CERTAIN INTERESTS IN 
MUTUAL FUNDS, UNIT INVEST-
MENT TRUSTS, EMPLOYEE BEN-
EFIT PLANS, AND RETIREMENT 
PLANS FROM CONFLICT OF IN-
TEREST LIMITATIONS FOR THE 
GOVERNMENT PUBLISHING OF-
FICE 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate proceed to the immediate consider-
ation of S. 2851, introduced earlier 
today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2851) to amend section 442 of title 

18, United States Code, to exempt certain in-
terests in mutual funds, unit investment 
trusts, employee benefit plans, and retire-
ment plans from conflict of interest limita-
tions for the Government Publishing Office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to proceeding to the meas-
ure? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered read 
a third time and passed and the motion 
to reconsider be considered made and 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The bill (S. 2851) was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, was read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

S. 2851 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. GOVERNMENT PUBLISHING OFFICE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 442 of title 18, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 

‘‘§ 422. Government Publishing Office 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section— 
‘‘(1) the terms ‘diversified’, ‘employee ben-

efit plan’, ‘holding’, ‘mutual fund’, and ‘unit 
investment trust’ have the meanings given 
those terms under section 2640.102 of title 5, 
Code of Federal Regulations, or any suc-
cessor thereto; and 

‘‘(2) the term ‘printing-related interest’ 
means an interest, direct or indirect, in— 

‘‘(A) the publication of any newspaper or 
periodical; 

‘‘(B) any printing, binding, engraving, or 
lithographing of any kind; or 

‘‘(C) any contract for furnishing paper or 
other material connected with the public 
printing, binding, lithographing, or engrav-
ing. 

‘‘(b) OFFENSE.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Except as provided in 

paragraph (2), the Director of the Govern-
ment Publishing Office shall not, during his 
or her continuance in office, have any print-
ing-related interest. 

‘‘(2) EXCEPTION FOR MUTUAL FUNDS, UNIT IN-
VESTMENT TRUSTS, EMPLOYEE BENEFIT PLANS, 
AND RETIREMENT PLANS.—It shall not be a 
violation of paragraph (1) for the Director of 
the Government Publishing Office to have an 
interest in a diversified mutual fund, diversi-
fied unit investment trust, employee benefit 
plan, investment fund under the Thrift Sav-
ings Plan under subchapter III of chapter 84 
of title 5, or pension plan established or 
maintained by a State government or any 
political subdivision of a State government 
for its employees that has 1 or more holdings 
that are printing-related interests if the 
fund, trust, or plan does not exhibit a prac-
tice of concentrating in printing-related in-
terests. 

‘‘(c) PENALTY.—Whoever violates sub-
section (b)(1) shall be fined under this title, 
imprisoned for not more than 1 year, or 
both.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of sections for chapter 23 of 
title 18, United States Code, is amended by 
striking the item relating to section 442 and 
inserting the following: 

‘‘442. Government Publishing Office.’’. 

f 

ORDERS FOR THURSDAY, 
NOVEMBER 14, 2019 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
Senate completes its business today, it 
adjourn until 10 a.m., Thursday, No-
vember 14; further, that following the 
prayer and pledge, the morning hour be 
deemed expired, the Journal of pro-
ceedings be approved to date, the time 
for the two leaders be reserved for their 
use later in the day, morning business 
be closed, and the Senate proceed to 
executive session and resume consider-
ation of the Menashi nomination, with 
the postcloture time expiring at 1:45 
p.m.; finally, that if confirmed, the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table and the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the 
Senate’s action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Wyoming. 
f 

UNITED STATES-MEXICO-CANADA 
TRADE AGREEMENT 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, I 
come to the floor today to shine a spot-

light on our strong, healthy, and grow-
ing economy. Specifically, my focus is 
on how this record-setting economy is 
helping and could continue to help all 
Americans. 

Since Republicans took over and 
passed tax relief, there has been no end 
to the boon in jobs in our country. Re-
publicans have put the U.S. worker in 
the driver’s seat. The October jobs re-
port again beat all expectations. U.S. 
employers added a solid 128,000 jobs 
last month alone. 

Even better, American workers are 
noting that their wallets are thicker 
and fatter. Wages are up 3 percent year 
over year. It is the fastest growth— 
faster than inflation. 

We also continue to see record-low 
unemployment across the country. At 
3.6 percent, the U.S. jobless rate is near 
a 50-year low. African-American unem-
ployment is at a 50-year low. In fact, 3 
years of Republican pro-growth policies 
have produced more than 6 million new 
jobs—actually, 6,700,000 new jobs. 
Today, the United States has nearly 160 
million people working. That is an-
other record high. Median household 
income is the highest in 20 years. No 
wonder a new poll by Gallup shows 
Americans are planning to spend more 
than ever this holiday season because 
they have the money. They have 
earned it, and they have kept more of 
their hard-earned money as a result of 
tax relief. 

The U.S. stock market continues to 
set new highs, and that is welcome 
news for people when they look at their 
pensions, their retirements, and their 
401(k)s. 

Notably, trade optimism has been a 
major factor in the stock market’s 
climb to record highs, which brings me 
to my next point: How do we start the 
next chapter of the United States in 
terms of our success story? I believe it 
is through America-first trade vic-
tories. 

Without question, the most impor-
tant trade deal we need to pass right 
now is USMCA—the United States- 
Mexico-Canada trade agreement. In my 
view, it is vital to continuing our 
American prosperity. The U.S.-Mexico- 
Canada trade agreement was signed by 
all three countries’ leaders more than a 
year ago, so you would think, well, it 
should be in place. But it takes more 
than that. Mexico gave its final ap-
proval to USMCA in June. Canada is 
waiting for us—for the House and the 
Senate—to give the approval as well. 

Without a doubt, USMCA is the best 
trade upgrade in 25 years. It is going to 
expand market access for a host of U.S. 
products, and it is going to sharpen 
U.S. exporters’ competitive edge. 
Above all, USMCA is a big benefit for 
American workers. It will protect and 
produce millions of U.S. jobs, and that 
is critical. 

I predict it will pass the Senate with 
strong bipartisan support. So it has to 
get here. Yet we have not crossed the 
finish line. There is a roadblock, and 
the roadblock is at the other end of 
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this building. The roadblock is Speaker 
NANCY PELOSI. She has not and will not 
yet allow a vote in the House of Rep-
resentatives. It seems to me the Speak-
er is too obsessed with impeaching the 
President instead of being focused on 
fighting for American workers. She 
stopped all progress on USMCA in its 
tracks. 

The stakes, meanwhile, could not be 
higher. Passing USMCA will save 
American jobs. Twelve million current 
American jobs are on the line. The deal 
will create 180,000 new U.S. jobs. 
USMCA is a boon for the entire econ-
omy. It will boost our economy by $70 
billion. So what exactly is the Speaker 
waiting for? 

Canada and Mexico are our top trad-
ing partners. U.S. producers don’t need 
impeachment chaos or an impeach-
ment circus; what we need is trade cer-
tainty. 

Not only is the deal essential for U.S. 
manufacturers, our ranchers and farm-
ers are counting on it as well. Canada 
and Mexico are the top export markets 
for American farmers. Last year, U.S. 
agriculture exports to the two coun-
tries totaled $40 billion. For the past 5 
years, Mexico has consistently ranked 
second or third for U.S. wheat imports. 

USMCA is a huge win for Wyoming 
wheat growers. My State is going to 
reap enormous benefits from this deal. 
Wyoming foreign trade has increased 
nearly 20 percent in recent years. Wyo-
ming farmers—the Presiding Officer 
knows this, coming from an agri-
culture State—play a key role in our 
economy. This Friday, I will be hon-
ored to attend the 100th annual meet-
ing of the Wyoming Farm Bureau. It 
will be in Laramie. Our farmers add 
billions to the State economy every 
year, and trade is a big part of it. 

Wyoming’s annual agriculture ex-
ports total $300 million. The export 
market supports 2,600 jobs in our State. 
Our State not only produces livestock, 
seeds, and crops, but we are exporting 
essential chemicals that farmers every-
where need to grow their crops. 

Wyoming farmers and ranchers are 
counting on expanded export markets 
for future growth. New markets mean 
new opportunities, and Wyoming is 
poised to seize them. 

In coming years, we plan to add to 
our high-quality beef, our grain, and 
our hay exports. Future State exports 
will include gluten-free products, as 
well as craft beer and distilled spirits, 
just to name a few. 

That is why the USMCA agreement is 
so essential for the people, not just in 
Wyoming but for people all across 
America. To keep our record-setting 
economy on track, we need to pass this 
‘‘America First’’ trade deal, and we 
need to do it now. 

It is time to put partisan politics 
aside. It is time to pass USMCA. 

f 

IMPEACHMENT 

Mr. BARRASSO. Mr. President, on a 
different topic, I come to the floor 

today to discuss the Democrats’ par-
tisan campaign against President 
Trump. 

The Democrats have been obsessed 
with impeaching him since day one of 
his Presidency, and I absolutely mean 
day one. As the President was taking 
the oath of office, sworn in to the Pres-
idency, the Washington Post ran this 
headline: ‘‘The campaign to impeach 
President Trump has begun.’’ It was 
posted, actually, at 12:18, the day he 
took the oath of office. The minute he 
took the oath of office, that headline 
was posted. 

So 3 years have passed, and impeach-
ment is still taking up all the Demo-
crats’ time, all their efforts, and all 
their energy. They are fixated on it, 
and they are obsessed with it. As a doc-
tor, in my opinion, the Democrats have 
a bad case of impeachment fever, and it 
seems that there is no cure for them. 

We all know that Democrats deeply 
dislike this President. They have from 
the moment he was elected in Novem-
ber 2016. Let me ask you: Does that 
mean they get to overturn the last 
election? That is what they are trying 
to do, not to mention interfere with 
the upcoming election. That is really 
what it is—a bitterly partisan process. 

Remember, it is being controlled by 
one political party. This is totally par-
tisan, and up to now, at least it has 
been conducted, prior to today, in total 
secret, in the cellar, behind closed 
doors, and in the shadows. That is the 
way they have done it. It is not a fair 
process—no transparency and no ac-
countability. 

I think President Trump has a right 
to be treated fairly, yet his rights have 
been completely ignored. The process, 
in my opinion, is rigged against the 
President. The outcome is predeter-
mined and fixed. The Democratic 
House wins; the American public loses. 

Democrats are so obsessed, they 
can’t work. The people elected them to 
do a job, to work for them, and they 
are nowhere to be found. The Demo-
crats, for example, will not pass de-
fense funding, funding our military, 
protecting our borders, protecting our 
Nation, and they will not approve trade 
deals or lower drug costs. They will not 
even help fix our aging roads and 
bridges. 

Well, that is all bad news for the 
American people. All of this is tied up 
in the impeachment obsession that is 
grinding the Democrats in the House to 
a halt. The good news is, Republicans 
are highly resistant to this fever, and 
so are most Americans. 

We are not going to join the Demo-
crats’ impeachment campaign. Repub-
licans prefer to work on the issues we 
were elected to address—jobs, the econ-
omy, national security—and we are 
going to continue to work for the peo-
ple who elected us. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from New Jersey. 

UNANIMOUS CONSENT REQUEST— 
S. RES. 150 

Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, over 
104 years ago, the Ottoman Empire 
launched a systematic campaign to ex-
terminate the Armenian population 
through killings, forced deportation, 
starvation, and other brutal means. 
Every year I join the Armenian com-
munity in honoring the memory of the 
victims who made invaluable contribu-
tions to sustain the Armenian people 
and preserve Armenian history and cul-
ture before their cruel, inhuman 
deaths. 

At the time of the genocide, U.S. dip-
lomats who witnessed it knew that the 
tragedy they were seeing was an inten-
tional choice. Henry Morgenthau, the 
then-U.S. Ambassador to the Ottoman 
Empire, said that the Turkish Govern-
ment’s deportation order for the Arme-
nians was ‘‘a death warrant to a whole 
race.’’ Those are his words. They are ‘‘a 
death warrant to a whole race,’’ and an 
aim which ‘‘they made no particular 
attempt to conceal’’ in their discus-
sions with them. 

We know what to call such an inten-
tional, highly organized effort to de-
stroy a people on account of their iden-
tity alone: genocide. In other cir-
cumstances, no one questions this defi-
nition. 

U.S. foreign policy must reflect an 
honest accounting of human rights 
abuses, crimes against humanity, eth-
nic cleansing, and genocide. We cannot 
turn our backs on the Armenian vic-
tims of genocide nor on any victims of 
genocide anywhere or anytime it oc-
curs. If we do, we only empower those 
who seek to use genocide as a weapon 
of war for their own malevolent pur-
poses. 

The Government of Turkey has fund-
ed lobbyists willing to trumpet lies and 
make excuses for these atrocities. The 
Turkish Government and its sympa-
thizers have advocated for restrictive 
laws on expression and against legisla-
tion that recognizes the Armenian 
genocide, initiated prosecutions and 
smear campaigns against those who 
study the Armenian community’s expe-
riences at the hands of the Turks, and 
even resorted to violence and harass-
ment of journalists and human rights 
activists who bravely speak the truth. 

These actions are unacceptable and 
speak volumes to both the crime and 
its coverup. 

Thankfully, there are also voices 
speaking up against Turkey’s efforts to 
silence the truth of the Armenian 
genocide. I have long worked in the 
U.S. Senate to push for this honest ac-
counting and to ensure that anyone 
who represents the U.S. Government 
does the same. In every session of Con-
gress since 2006, I have introduced or 
cosponsored resolutions affirming the 
facts of the Armenian genocide. When I 
was chairman of the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee, I was proud to 
preside over the passage of an Arme-
nian genocide resolution out of com-
mittee for the first time. 
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The U.S. Congress cannot stand idly 

by and let the truth of genocide be si-
lenced. We must commit ourselves to 
learning the painful history of the Ar-
menians as we seek to build a better 
world for our own and future genera-
tions. We must stand up unequivocally 
for truth, justice, and peace. Only then, 
with that hard work and advocacy and 
recognition of the truth, will we then 
confidently be able to say ‘‘never 
again.’’ Never again. 

I have heard many colleagues come 
to the floor when we talked about the 
Holocaust and say ‘‘never again.’’ In 
Rwanda, we said ‘‘never again.’’ In the 
Armenian genocide, we should say 
‘‘never again’’ as well. Genocide is 
genocide, and we should recognize it as 
such so we can move forward at the end 
of the day. 

I am proud to have worked with Sen-
ator CRUZ and 23 other Senators in 
leading a resolution recognizing the 
horror of this genocide. I thank them 
for their efforts on this important reso-
lution and appreciate their standing up 
for the truth. 

This is not an issue of historical dis-
pute. I listened to President Erdogan’s 
press conference with President Trump 
where he suggested they are reviewing 
this history. They are going to review 
it until there isn’t one more Armenian 
genocide victim alive. Historians from 
across the world, the most noted histo-
rians, and genocide observers and ex-
perts and ethicists have said that this 
was a genocide. 

I want to thank my colleagues for 
forwarding this important resolution 
and appreciate their standing up for 
the truth. I hope the full Senate will 
join us and send a clear message to the 
world that the United States stands by 
the truth, stands by justice, and stands 
with victims of genocide wherever they 
may be. This passed overwhelmingly 
with strong Republican support in the 
House of Representatives. We are one 
step away from finally recognizing this 
historical fact. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that the Senate Foreign 
Relations Committee be discharged 
from further consideration of S. Res. 
150 and the Senate proceed to its imme-
diate consideration. I further ask that 
the resolution be agreed to, the pre-
amble be agreed to, and the motions to 
reconsider be considered made and laid 
upon the table with no intervening ac-
tion or debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

The Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. President, No. 1, 

there is nobody I admire more on for-
eign policy than Senator MENENDEZ. He 
has been a champion of this cause. My 
objection will not be to sugarcoat his-
tory, nor to rewrite it. I just met with 
President Erdogan and President 
Trump about the S–400 purchase and 
about the problems we face in Syria 
from the military incursion by Turkey, 
and I do hope Turkey and Armenia can 
come together and deal with this prob-

lem. But given where we are in Syria 
and some hope that maybe we can re-
solve things, I object, not because of 
the past but because of the future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec-
tion is heard. 

The Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. MENENDEZ. Mr. President, 

needless to say, I have great admira-
tion for the Senator from South Caro-
lina and consider him a friend, but our 
problem with Turkey—and I know my 
colleague has asked me several times: 
What are we doing about Turkey? And 
I know it was meant in the context of 
sanctions, which I obviously do support 
for a variety of reasons—violations of 
CAATSA, purchase of the S–400, what 
they did in Syria, and the list goes on 
and on. But in our desire to see Turkey 
become that which we would want it to 
be, which it is not, under President 
Erdogan, we continue to become 
enablers of the types of actions that 
are undemocratic. More journalists are 
jailed in Turkey than in any other 
place in the world. Imagine that—a 
NATO ally. More lawyers are jailed in 
Turkey than in any other place in the 
world. And the simple recognition of a 
historical fact—the simple recognition 
of a historical fact of the Ottoman Em-
pire and the cruel persecution of the 
Armenian people cannot be recognized 
by the U.S. Senate the way the House 
of Representatives recognized it in an 
overwhelmingly bipartisan vote? Are 
we so afraid to stand up to history and 
the truth? Are we so afraid about Tur-
key? Who is the superpower? Who is 
the superpower? I am beginning to 
wonder because every time Turkey 
threatens to do something, we cower. 

Well, as far as I am concerned, they 
don’t get to dictate the views of the 
Congress of the United States. They 
don’t get to dictate the views of this 
Senate. This Senate should rise up and 
recognize the historical truth as docu-
mented by historians and as docu-
mented by our own diplomats. I will 
not cease continuing to come to the 
floor to prick the conscience of the 
Senate and to ultimately reveal who 
supports recognizing the Armenian 
genocide and who does not. Otherwise, 
the words ‘‘never again’’—they are just 
hollow. 

With that, Mr. President, I yield the 
floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I always 
appreciate Senator MENENDEZ standing 
up for human rights all over the world, 
and this is one of the worst human 
rights violations the world has seen in 
the last 150 years. I thank my friend 
from New Jersey. 

f 

NOMINATION OF STEVEN J. 
MENASHI 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, judges 
make decisions around the country. 
They are making them right now on 
workers’ rights, voters’ rights, wom-
en’s rights, civil rights, LGBTQ 

rights—decisions that would limit 
those rights for a generation. 

We used to be able to rely on judges 
to expand human rights and civil 
rights and all rights of humankind. 
Today, we cringe so often because of 
judges who get selected by this Presi-
dent who put their thumbs on the scale 
to support corporations over workers 
and health insurance companies over 
patients and Wall Street over con-
sumers. 

These same judges make decisions on 
healthcare and sentencing and cor-
porate power. That is why we can’t af-
ford to have Steven Menashi on the 
Federal bench. On all of these issues, 
his record makes it clear that he is not 
on the side of the people we were sent 
here to serve. 

There is a simple rule for under-
standing where Steve Menashi stands 
on any issue: If a policy helps ordinary, 
hard-working Americans, Menashi op-
poses it. He argued that gun safety reg-
ulation is ‘‘pointless and self-defeat-
ing.’’ We are talking about common-
sense background checks that 85 per-
cent of the American public supports, 
all blocked by the gun manufacturers. 
Tell that to the people of Dayton 
whose lives were torn apart and ended 
in some cases by gun violence. Tell 
them background checks are pointless. 

Menashi also advised Stephen Miller 
on immigration policy—the man who 
stands in the way of comprehensive im-
migration reform and helped orches-
trate the separation—the ripping of 
children from their parents’ arms. 
Menashi refused to answer any ques-
tions about whether he worked on the 
Trump family separation policy with 
Stephen Miller. 

He has been a senior adviser to Betsy 
DeVos at the Department of Education, 
where we have seen one disastrous de-
cision after another. The headline in 
the New York Times says it all: ‘‘Ap-
peals Court Nominee Shaped DeVos’s 
Illegal Loan Forgiveness Effort.’’ 
Menashi devised the scheme to ille-
gally use people’s Social Security data 
to deny them debt relief after they 
were scammed by for-profit colleges. It 
seems that the Department of Edu-
cation with Menashi there always sided 
with the for-profit schools against 
Denison or Ohio State or the Univer-
sity of Toledo or Lourdes or Case West-
ern or any of the traditional, excellent 
schools of higher education in this 
country. 

We have seen how shady schools like 
Corinthian used deceptive and even il-
legal tactics to trick Ohioans into tak-
ing out huge loans, only to then close 
up shop and leave them with meaning-
less degrees or credits—often falling 
short even of that but always with 
mountains of debt. We need to hold 
these for-profit schools accountable, 
but, of course, we learned not to hold 
our breath when it comes to the Trump 
administration holding any of the elite 
in this country accountable. 

Instead of figuring out how to pro-
vide relief for students, DeVos and 
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Menashi went to work figuring out how 
to let the schools that scammed them 
off the hook. Be clear—it was not 
Menashi just doing his job advocating 
for someone else’s bad policy; he wrote 
the memo. It is clear that he actually 
supported and supports Betsy DeVos’s 
radical agenda. 

Now they want to put him on the 
Federal bench so he can put his thumb 
on the scales of justice for shady for- 
profit schools over students and cor-
porations over workers and, as I said, 
for Wall Street and insurance compa-
nies over patients. We have seen that 
from judge after judge after judge with 
President Trump, but even by those 
Trump standards, Menashi is particu-
larly bad. 

It always comes down to whose side 
you are on. Are you a judge who will 
stand on the side of workers or stand 
on the side of corporations? Will you 
stand on the side of students—strug-
gling students, moderate-income and 
sometimes low-income students trying 
to build better lives for themselves—or 
on the side of failed sham schools? His 
record is clear. 

The stakes for Ohio are too high to 
give Steve Menashi a lifetime appoint-
ment on the Federal bench. 

f 

PENSIONS 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, yester-

day we got another reminder of the ur-
gency in the pension crisis facing more 
than 1 million workers and retirees 
with the news that Dean Foods is filing 
for bankruptcy. The company is part of 
the Central States Pension Fund. The 
bankruptcy puts the pension fund that 
much closer to insolvency, that much 
closer to having to turn to the PBGC 
for help, and that much closer to 
knocking down the dominoes that 
could bring down our whole multiem-
ployer pension system and potentially 
and even likely trigger a recession. We 
have to act now for the sake of our 
economy, for the sake of thousands of 
small businesses, and for the sake of a 
million Americans who are on the 
verge of facing massive cuts to the pen-
sions they earned. 

This crisis affects thousands of Ohio-
ans. It affects the massive Central 
States Pension Plan, the United Work-
ers Pension Plan, the Ironworkers 
Local 17 Pension Plan, the Southwest 
Ohio carpenters, the bakers and confec-
tioners, and many others. It touches 
every State in this Nation. If the sys-
tem collapses, it won’t be just retirees 
who will feel the pain. Current workers 
will be stuck paying into pensions they 
will never receive. Small businesses 
will be left drowning in pension liabil-
ity they can’t afford to pay. That will 
have ripple effects throughout the 
economy. If we do nothing, this can 
trigger a recession on par with the 
housing crisis. We know who gets hurt 
the worst. It is the small businesses, 
workers, and the retirees who are 
counting on these pensions to survive. 

People in this town so often don’t un-
derstand the collective bargaining 

process. People give up dollars today at 
the bargaining table for the promise of 
a secure retirement with good 
healthcare and a pension. These work-
ers’ lives and livelihoods will be dev-
astated if Congress doesn’t do its job. 

I think about the words of Larry 
Ward at a hearing in Ohio last year. He 
said: 

I don’t understand how it is that Congress 
would even consider asking us to take a cut 
to my pension or to see it going away, when 
it had no problem sending billions to the 
Wall Street crooks who caused this problem 
in the first place. They used that to pay 
themselves bonuses. We use our pensions to 
pay for medicine and food and heat. 

Think about that. Wall Street uses 
this pension money for bonuses. Mr. 
Ward and his other workers and retir-
ees use their pensions to pay for medi-
cine and food and heat. There is some-
thing wrong with this picture. It is bad 
enough that Wall Street squandered 
workers’ money; it is worse that the 
government, which is supposed to look 
out for these folks, is ignoring the 
promise to these workers. 

I know there are Senators in both 
parties working in good faith to fix 
this, but this bankruptcy is a reminder 
that we are running short on time to 
come up with the bipartisan solution 
we need. 

It comes back to the dignity of work. 
When work has dignity, we honor the 
retirement security that people earned. 
When work has dignity, we fight for 
those workers, we honor workers, and 
we respect workers. 

I urge my colleagues in this body, 
let’s pass a solution that honors their 
work, that honors the dignity of work, 
and that keeps our promise to the peo-
ple who make this country work. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 
f 

PRESIDENT ERDOGAN 

Mr. LANKFORD. Mr. President, the 
United States is always grateful to re-
ceive heads of State from around the 
world. Heads of State from around the 
world come to the United States be-
cause they know we are 25 percent of 
the world’s economy. We are the most 
powerful military in the world. We are 
the most moral Nation in the world in 
how we manage freedom of the press, 
freedom of speech, and freedom of op-
portunity for all people within our 
country. When we see a problem in our 
country, we work to address that. 

So with that, we are welcoming an-
other head of State to the United 
States today, President Erdogan of 
Turkey. Turkey has been a long-stand-
ing NATO ally. NATO was formed in 
the late 1940s. Turkey and Greece were 
the first two countries that came into 
NATO after its formation in the 1940s. 
Turkey has been a member of NATO 
since 1952. We have a very important 
military base based in Turkey, Incirlik 
Air Force Base. It is key in the war 
against terror in that entire region. 

Turkey hosts the largest Syrian ref-
ugee population. Turkey has been very 
engaged in NATO, filling all of its bil-
lets and all of its requirements. They 
have worked to be a good partner. They 
have partnered with us in not only the 
War on Terror in multiple different 
countries in the regions, but they have 
been very faithful to engage with 
NATO as a whole. 

But something is happening in Tur-
key that I hope President Trump and 
President Erdogan had a very frank 
discussion on because since 2016, Presi-
dent Erdogan of Turkey is shifting 
Turkey away from NATO toward Rus-
sia, toward a more authoritative re-
gime, changing their Constitution to 
give more power to Erdogan and to 
whoever his successor is—if there is a 
successor to Erdogan, if he doesn’t 
maintain power and keep it forever 
from here on out. 

There was a mayoral election in 
Istanbul that Erdogan didn’t agree 
with, and so he declared it null and 
void and forced another election in 
Istanbul, hoping to get the outlook he 
wanted, but the Turkish people actu-
ally voted even more so against 
Erdogan in the next election in 
Istanbul, putting in someone who di-
rectly opposed Erdogan and his party. 

President Erdogan recently impris-
oned an American pastor who had 
served more than 20 years in Turkey, 
serving people of all faiths and all 
backgrounds in the beautiful city of 
Izmir. He rounded up Andrew Brunson 
with tens of thousands of other people 
whom President Erdogan and his gov-
ernment considered a threat, and most 
of them they have been held without 
charges for years now. There are thou-
sands of people right now who are still 
awaiting their day in court from the 
2016 coup. Not knowing if any of these 
folks were actually connected to the 
coup, they rounded up teachers, jour-
nalists, law enforcement individuals— 
just everyone they could round up that 
they had any suspicion of and impris-
oned them and said: We will bring 
charges to you later. Thousands are 
still waiting for ‘‘later.’’ 

I happened to be in Turkey in Decem-
ber of 2016 to personally meet with the 
Ministry of Justice in Ankara to talk 
about Andrew Brunson, an American 
swept up in that time period who had 
nothing to do with the coup that hap-
pened in 2016. President Erdogan solely 
had the ability to get him released but 
held him for years with all kinds of 
wild accusations against an American 
missionary who had been there for dec-
ades. 

Turkey continues to be able to focus 
on the Kurdish Syrians just south of 
their border. I have to tell you, there 
are a group of the Kurds whom I under-
stand President Erdogan should be at-
tentive to. There is a certain group 
called the PKK. The United States also 
considers that Kurdish group terrorists 
and have for decades. That particular 
group of Kurds who are in Syria have 
traveled into Turkey and carried out 
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car bombs and have killed hundreds of 
people in terrorist attacks in Turkey. 
President Erdogan has every reason to 
pay attention to that particular group 
of Kurds, and I understand his frustra-
tion that the United States partnered 
with them to take out ISIS, but the 
fact was, Turkey would not come 
across the border to help us take out 
ISIS, and so we found partners who 
would take on ISIS with us—and they 
did. 

Now Erdogan wants to push those 
folks back. His methods are quite bru-
tal in the process. When we went into 
Afghanistan, we understood that all 
Afghan people were not our enemy— 
the Taliban was, al-Qaida was. That 
was our enemy, and they found their 
way among the populations. We were 
exceptionally careful when we went 
into Afghanistan to protect the Afghan 
people, yet find ways to take the bat-
tles to the Taliban and to al-Qaida. 
Erdogan’s methods were to come across 
the border with tanks and heavy artil-
lery and start shelling cities in Syria, 
knowing there were some PKK in those 
villages, and so they just shelled them 
all. Erdogan and some of his thugs also 
came across with some of the other 
groups who were working with the 
Turks. We also have footage of them 
taking prisoners and shooting them be-
side the road and leaving their bodies 
there. These people had already surren-
dered. They were people who had al-
ready been handcuffed, and they exe-
cuted them beside the road. That is a 
war crime that we should follow up 
with, and I hope President Trump had 
a very frank conversation with Presi-
dent Erdogan about following up on 
war crimes. 

Just to add to all of our difficulties 
right now with President Erdogan, in 
the past couple of years, he has shifted 
his attention toward Russia and has 
now completed a purchase of a Russian 
air defense system. They are the very 
first and only NATO country ever to 
purchase Russian military equipment. 
That equipment is not interoperable 
with the rest of NATO. This is Russian 
equipment that is specifically designed 
to take the fight to the F–35. Turkey 
believes it is going to purchase the F– 
35 from the United States, and they 
also believe they can purchase the S– 
400 from Russia and have them side by 

side. Well, they are wrong. Years ago, 
Congress passed the Countering Amer-
ican Adversaries Through Sanctions 
Act, commonly known as CAATSA. It 
was a very clear message to anyone 
who buys Russian military equipment 
that there are sanctions coming to 
your country, and it is clear. We have 
applied those sanctions in the past, and 
those sanctions need to be applied to 
Turkey now. 

In addition to that, Senator SHAHEEN 
and I have partnered together to pass a 
bill to block Turkey from taking any 
of the F–35s—not trained in the equip-
ment, not simulators, no F–35s can go 
to Turkey. If they are interested in 
buying Russian air defense systems, 
they understand clearly what that 
means because we have made it clear 
to the Turks for 2 years now: If you 
buy Russian equipment, you cannot 
also have the F–35. President Erdogan 
was aware of that. His administration 
was aware of that, and I hope President 
Trump made it clear to him today, as 
clear as this Congress has made it 
clear, on a bipartisan basis, that Tur-
key cannot have the F–35 and also have 
Russian military equipment at the 
same time. That is incompatible. We 
will continue to make that very clear 
in the days ahead in our legislation, 
and I believe a vote will not even be 
close to send a message to Turkey that 
we are interested in maintaining our 
friendship and our NATO ally, but our 
NATO ally needs to make a decision if 
they are a NATO ally or if they are a 
Russian ally because those two are not 
congruent. 

I hope that was the conversation that 
happened today. We will find out in the 
days ahead, but even if it was not, I 
hope President Erdogan and the Turk-
ish Embassy hears it clearly now. This 
Congress would look forward to 
partnering with Turkey again in the 
future, as we have for decades in the 
past. We have had an economic rela-
tionship, a military relationship, and a 
genuine friendship with Turkey, but we 
do not know who Turkey is anymore. 
We don’t recognize the Turkey of today 
from Turkey 5 years ago. We would 
never come to your country and beat 
up protesters in the street as President 
Erdogan’s security thugs did last year 
in the United States. We would never 
do that to your country. We would 

never counter NATO just to spite you, 
and we would certainly stay aligned 
with a friend who has been a friend for 
decades. 

To the Turkish people, our beef is not 
with you. Our frustration is with the 
regime that is currently directing your 
country away from its traditional al-
lies. We continue to reach our hand out 
to the Turkish people, and we continue 
to say to President Erdogan: This can 
be different in the days ahead, as it has 
been in the past, but some things need 
to change, and we are not the ones who 
walked away. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Oklahoma. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 10 A.M. 
TOMORROW 

Mr. LANKFORD. If there is no fur-
ther business to come before the Sen-
ate, I ask unanimous consent that it 
stand adjourned under the previous 
order. 

There being no objection, the Senate, 
at 6:40 p.m., adjourned until Thursday, 
November 14, 2019, at 10 a.m. 

f 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nomination received by 
the Senate: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

ELAINE A. MCCUSKER, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER SEC-
RETARY OF DEFENSE (COMPTROLLER), VICE DAVID L. 
NORQUIST, RESIGNED. 

f 

CONFIRMATION 

Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate November 13, 2019: 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND SECURITY 

CHAD F. WOLF, OF VIRGINIA, TO BE UNDER SECRETARY 
FOR STRATEGY, POLICY, AND PLANS, DEPARTMENT OF 
HOMELAND SECURITY. 

f 

WITHDRAWAL 

Executive Message transmitted by 
the President to the Senate on Novem-
ber 13, 2019 withdrawing from further 
Senate consideration the following 
nomination: 

DOUG MANCHESTER, OF CALIFORNIA, TO BE AMBAS-
SADOR EXTRAORDINARY AND PLENIPOTENTIARY OF 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA TO THE COMMON-
WEALTH OF THE BAHAMAS, WHICH WAS SENT TO THE 
SENATE ON JANUARY 16, 2019. 
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RECOGNIZING DANIEL FLYNN FOR 
THE 2019 MONTANA CONGRES-
SIONAL VETERAN COMMENDA-
TION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Daniel Flynn of Belgrade, a 
recipient of the 2019 Montana Congressional 
Veteran Commendation for his service to his 
country and leadership in his community. 

Mr. Flynn has served in the United States 
Army for over 15 years. In that time, he has 
earned a total of 12 medals and awards in-
cluding the Bronze Star and Joint Service 
Commendation Medal, attaining the rank of 
Chief Warrant Officer III. 

In his service to both his country and the 
state of Montana Mr. Flynn has completed 
three tours of duty in the Middle East for Op-
eration Iraqi Freedom, Operation Enduring 
Freedom and Operation Freedom’s Sentinel. 
During his tours, he travelled thousands of 
miles where he routinely put himself in danger 
to protect others. Today, we honor and thank 
Mr. Flynn for his bravery. 

In the community Mr. Flynn has even 
helped the police apprehend a shoplifter. He is 
a father of two and his family is proud of his 
commitment and sacrifice to our great country. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Daniel Flynn for his dedication 
and service. 

f 

HONORING REGISTERED APPREN-
TICESHIP PROGRAMS IN COLO-
RADO 

HON. JASON CROW 
OF COLORADO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. CROW. Madam Speaker, in honor of 
National Apprenticeship Week, I rise today to 
recognize the importance of Registered Ap-
prenticeship Programs. 

Since 1937, the Department of Labor’s Reg-
istered Apprenticeship Program has been a 
model for recruiting and developing well- 
trained workers in highly-skilled occupations. 
Registered Apprenticeship Programs play a 
vital role in setting robust training, pay, and 
safety standards that are nationally recognized 
and credentialed. 

Programs that are given the registered ap-
prenticeship designation are subject to strin-
gent requirements that mandate progressive 
wage increases, quality assurance assess-
ments by the government, comprehensive 
safety training, and workplace rights protec-
tions. These standards and protections also 
include important equal opportunity measures 
and equity outcomes such as requiring tar-
geted outreach to previously underserved pop-

ulations for recruitment into apprenticeship 
programs, diversifying the workforce and pro-
viding rewarding career opportunities for 
women, veterans, and people of color. 

Furthermore, I’d like to take a moment to 
highlight the Colorado Building and Construc-
tion Trades Council, comprised of 24 craft 
local unions who belong to 14 national and 
international unions. These local unions make 
represent 30,000 skilled working men and 
women in the Colorado. The Building Trades 
Union has, and continues to, exemplify the 
gold standard of the Registered Apprentice-
ship system. Building Trades Registered Ap-
prenticeship programs represent over two 
thirds of all the registered apprenticeships in 
the U.S. and, together with its contractor part-
ners, invest over $1.5 billion annually in a na-
tionwide network of over 1,600 training cen-
ters. 

The Building Trades’ Apprenticeship Pro-
grams are proven alternatives to a four-year 
college degree and provide apprentices with 
opportunities to learn portable skills and re-
ceive a debt-free education while earning liv-
able wages. I congratulate the Colorado Build-
ing and Construction Trades Council on their 
success and implore my colleagues to join me 
in protecting and expanding upon the DOL’s 
Registered Apprenticeship Program. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. PETER J. VISCLOSKY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. VISCLOSKY. Madam Speaker, on No-
vember 12, 2019, I missed roll call votes 610 
and 611. 

Had I been present for roll call 610, on Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass H.R. 
4162, the GI Bill Planning Act of 2019, I would 
have voted ‘‘Yes.’’ 

Had I been present for roll call 611, on Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass H.R. 
3224, the Deborah Sampson Act, I would 
have voted ‘‘Yes.’’ 

f 

IN SUPPORT OF H. RES. 660, IM-
PEACHMENT INQUIRY RESOLU-
TION 

HON. SUZANNE BONAMICI 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Ms. BONAMICI. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H. Res. 660, a resolution 
establishing procedures for the House of Rep-
resentatives Committees investigating Presi-
dent Donald John Trump to continue their on-
going impeachment inquiry. 

No one is above the law, and the President 
must be held accountable for his actions. I first 
called for an impeachment inquiry in May, and 

witnesses have revealed even more evidence 
of wrongdoing. The President withheld Con-
gressionally appropriated foreign aid money 
while asking a foreign government to inves-
tigate a political rival, former Vice President 
Joe Biden and his family. Congressional com-
mittees, including the House Permanent Se-
lect Committee on Intelligence, the Oversight 
and Reform Committee, and the Judiciary 
Committee, have been leading investigations 
into the President’s actions, and the Adminis-
tration has obstructed those investigations at 
every turn. My colleagues on the committees 
of jurisdiction have been diligently working to 
bring the truth to light. It is clear from the evi-
dence already uncovered, along with the 
President’s own remarks, that he has betrayed 
his oath to the Constitution and threatened our 
national security. The investigation must con-
tinue. 

The resolution on the floor today outlines 
the procedures for the next phase of the im-
peachment investigation. The next phase of 
the inquiry will allow Oregonians and people 
across the country to witness the process de-
signed by our Founding Fathers to uphold our 
values and maintain the checks and balances 
that are essential to a functioning democracy. 
Although we do not know the breadth of the 
evidence that the inquiry will uncover, it is 
clear that this is a grave time for our democ-
racy. We must use all the tools at our dis-
posal, including this impeachment inquiry, to 
uncover the full scope and significance of the 
President’s actions. 

f 

RECOGNIZING PAULA CONTRERAS 
FOR BEING NAMED A THCA CER-
TIFIED NURSE AIDE OF THE 
YEAR 

HON. PETE OLSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Paula Contreras, a certified nurse 
aide from Richmond, Texas whose incredible 
work earned her the title of the Texas Health 
Care Association’s (THCA) Certified Nurse 
Aide of the Year for Region 7. 

Paula has been serving her community at 
Cambridge Health and Rehabilitation for two 
years, where she has worked diligently in her 
role as a certified nurse aide as well as a ther-
apy technician. 

She also helps train new certified nurse 
aides while sitting on the fall and safety com-
mittee and serves on the Cambridge Health 
and Rehabilitation’s Quality Assurance Per-
formance Improvement committee. 

Paula’s commitment to her role as a cer-
tified nurse aide garnered the admiration of 
her coworkers, who nominated her for the 
award. 

Congratulations to Paula, on this immense 
achievement. She has made the 22nd Con-
gressional District of Texas proud. 
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RECOGNIZING JAMES GEIGER FOR 

THE 2019 MONTANA CONGRES-
SIONAL VETERAN COMMENDA-
TION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize James Geiger of Conrad, a 
recipient of the 2019 Montana Congressional 
Veteran Commendation for his service to his 
country and leadership in his community. 

Mr. Geiger was a member of the United 
States Army Air Corps during World War II. 
He served from 1942 to 1948 in the 303rd 
Bomb Group and 360th Squadron and earned 
the Air Medal with six oak leaf clusters along 
with Service Medals in the European, Asiatic 
and American theaters. Mr. Geiger attained 
the rank of First Lieutenant. 

Mr. Geiger was a B–17 pilot during World 
War II. During one of his crew’s missions, the 
navigator and turret gunner were wounded. 
During the chaos, Geiger turned the controls 
over to his co-pilot and went to give first aid 
to his crew. Mr. Geiger kept them from bleed-
ing out and saved their lives. He is a true hero 
who went above and beyond the call of duty 
to serve his fellow man and country. 

Mr. Geiger has served on the Church Coun-
cil for the United Methodist Church, the 
Pondera Medical Center Hospital Board and is 
a member of the American Legion. He is a 
well-respected and adored member of his 
community. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending James Geiger for his dedication 
and service. 

f 

IN RECOGNITION OF THE TWEN-
TIETH ANNIVERSARY OF 
MCCOWNGORDON CONSTRUCTION 

HON. EMANUEL CLEAVER 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. CLEAVER. Madam Speaker, today I 
proudly rise to celebrate the twentieth anniver-
sary of McCownGordon Construction and its 
numerous contributions to the Kansas City 
community. As a significant cornerstone of the 
community, I am truly honored to have this es-
tablishment in the Fifth Congressional District 
of Missouri. 

McCownGordon Construction began as an 
idea between two friends and eventual co- 
founders, Pat McCown and Brett Gordon, who 
dreamed of starting their own construction 
company. Their main priority was to create a 
workplace that would prioritize their employ-
ees, better serve their clients, and give back 
to the community. They made this dream a re-
ality through dedication, perseverance, and 
hard work in July of 1999. During the labor 
shortage of recent years when many construc-
tion companies struggled to find employees, 
McCownGordon Construction managed to en-
dure by investing in the development of its 
team. The business tripled its training budget 
in order to be prepared for business growth 
when the economy bounced back. Due to this 
training initiative, McCownGordon is consist-

ently hiring qualified and strong candidates in 
order to continue providing the best for its cli-
ents. 

In 2013, McCownGordon Construction was 
named Business Philanthropist of the Year by 
Nonprofit Connect because of its consistent 
commitment to giving back to Kansas City. 
The company devotes at least 10 percent of 
net profits to worthy causes in the commu-
nities it serves. The company’s craftsmanship 
and involvement in the Ronald McDonald 
Longfellow House aided in providing tem-
porary housing for families with sick children 
receiving medical treatment. Along with the 
R.A. Bloch Foundation, McCownGordon col-
laborated in renovating a portion of the Cancer 
Survivor’s Park as well. Multiple projects for 
one of Kansas City’s treasures, the 
NelsonAtkins Museum of Art, have also been 
completed by McCownGordon Construction. 
Thousands of visitors and Kansas City natives 
can view priceless and rare works of art in the 
newly renovated exhibits. Beautiful places like 
these are preserved and enjoyed by many be-
cause of the unwavering support of companies 
like McCownGordon Construction. These con-
tributions and collaborations demonstrate how 
McCownGordon Construction has proven to 
be an invaluable part of Missouri’s Fifth Con-
gressional District. 

Today, McCownGordon Construction em-
ploys around 400 staff, all of whom contribute 
to the company in various ways. Construction 
workers, architects, management, and admin-
istrative staff all work together in order to cre-
ate meaningful projects and buildings. 
McCownGordon is entirely employee-owned, 
so all employees have a stake through the 
Employee Stock Ownership Plan. The com-
pany’s innovative and ambitious vision for the 
future and for the community drives 
McCownGordon Construction’s success. 
McCownGordon sets itself apart by focusing 
on growing positive relationships between em-
ployees and clients, while adhering to its core 
values. The company’s positive and commu-
nicative workplace environment prompted it to 
be named one of the best places to work by 
Fortune, the Kansas City Business Journal, 
and others. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in honoring 
McCownGordon Construction and its employ-
ees for their hard work, perseverance, and 
commitment to their community. Together, 
they have made it possible to achieve this 
monumental twentieth anniversary. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. WILL HURD 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. HURD of Texas. Madam Speaker, I was 
absent from votes due to travel. 

Had I been present, I would have voted yea 
on Roll Call No. 610, and yea on Roll Call No. 
611. 

RECOGNIZING THE LIFE OF 
WILLIAM J. ‘‘BILLY’’ MCCOY 

HON. TRENT KELLY 
OF MISSISSIPPI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to celebrate the life of William J. 
‘‘Billy’’ McCoy, who passed away on Tuesday, 
November 12, at the age of 77. 

Billy was an honorable public servant, serv-
ing as Speaker of the House for the Mis-
sissippi House of Representatives for many 
years. As Speaker, Billy contributed to signifi-
cant legislation that revolutionized the econ-
omy of our State. He was the champion of the 
1987 infrastructure plan that established a 
four-lane highway system across Mississippi, 
which brought more businesses into the State 
that created thousands of jobs for Mississip-
pians. Billy is directly responsible for bettering 
the lives of thousands of people. 

Billy was respected by all lawmakers across 
the aisle as he lived his life true to Jesus’ 
words: ‘‘love thy neighbor as thyself.’’ Left to 
cherish his memory is his wife, Edith, his two 
children, Sam and Kim, as well as all of the 
people who had the pleasure of working with 
him. Billy’s life was one of service, grace, and 
love for his community. He will be greatly 
missed by all whom he encountered. 

f 

HONORING MICHAEL MERY 

HON. JARED HUFFMAN 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. HUFFMAN. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today in memory of West Marin community 
leader Michael Mery, who passed away on 
September 28, 2019, at the age of 80, after a 
lifetime of service. 

Mr. Mery was raised in Inverness, where his 
family ran the post office, and he attended 
local schools through his graduation from 
Drake High School. As a youth, he spent 
many days exploring Tomales Bay and the 
area that would become the Point Reyes Na-
tional Seashore. The experiences left him with 
a lifelong love for the region’s natural beauty 
and rural character. 

Mr. Mery was a deeply rooted advocate for 
his beloved West Marin community and lived 
in Point Reyes Station at the time of his pass-
ing. He was instrumental in the creation of the 
West Marin Fund and a key figure in the cre-
ation of the fund’s community grants and Giv-
ing Through Youth programs. The community 
grants program has disbursed nearly $3 mil-
lion to local nonprofits thanks in large part to 
Michael’s vision and leadership. The Giving 
Through Youth program was a particular pas-
sion of his; the program teaches local students 
how to research organizations for grant oppor-
tunities. 

Michael’s activism served to sustain and 
nurture the agricultural community he called 
home for most of his life. He worked variously 
as a carpenter and as an organizer with the 
International Development Exchange, and ably 
brought his life experiences to bear as a de-
voted advocate for economic and social jus-
tice. He helped launch the West Marin Clinic 
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and the Tomales Bay Watershed Council, 
among other organizations dedicated to the 
health and well-being of West Marin’s resi-
dents and natural wonders. 

Mr. Mery’s passing leaves some very big 
shoes to fill, but thanks to his commitment to 
youth empowerment, a new generation of 
West Marin youth have come to the fore to 
bring his community message into the 21st 
Century. Michael is survived by Connie, his 
wife of 35 years, his sister Megan, and numer-
ous stepchildren, grandchildren, nieces and 
nephews. 

Madam Speaker, the depth of Mr. Mery’s 
service to his community has left a positive 
legacy across Marin County. He will be pro-
foundly missed. It is therefore appropriate that 
we pay tribute to him today and honor his 
memory. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THOMAS GOYETTE 
FOR THE 2019 MONTANA CON-
GRESSIONAL VETERAN COM-
MENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Thomas Goyette of Butte, 
a recipient of the 2019 Montana Congres-
sional Veteran Commendation for his service 
to his country and leadership in his commu-
nity. 

Mr. Goyette is a veteran of the United 
States Navy. He served from 1967 to 1970 
during the Vietnam War earning the National 
Defense Service Award, Navy Unit Com-
mendation, Vietnam Service Award and RVN 
Gallantry Cross Unit Citation, and attained the 
rank of Petty Officer 3rd Class. 

Serving his community as a volunteer for 
the American Legion, his local VFW and the 
United Veterans Council, Mr. Goyette has 
dedicated in his life to helping others. He’s 
spent more than 20 years serving rural com-
munities working as a registered nurse and 
volunteering with the local ambulance serv-
ices. It’s hard to find a rural community Mr. 
Goyette hasn’t volunteered in. He’s also pro-
vided many hours in continuing education 
services for ambulance crews around the state 
of Montana. 

Mr. Goyette also has been the coordinator 
for his local Honor Guard for several years 
where he communicates with funeral directors 
and personnel to make sure fallen officers and 
retired officers are given the respect they de-
serve. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Thomas Goyette for his dedica-
tion and service. 

f 

IN HONOR OF ROGER PENSKE 

HON. MIKE KELLY 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. Madam Speak-
er, I rise to honor a man who has achieved 
greatness in motorsports, business, and in his 
community. On October 24th, Roger Penske 

was awarded the highest honor a civilian can 
receive, the Presidential Medal of Freedom. 
This award is not given lightly. According to 
the White House, to receive such an honor 
one must either contribute ‘‘to the security or 
national interests of the United States, world 
peace, cultural or significant public or private 
endeavors.’’ It is fair to say, that Mr. Penske 
has done much in his life to grow his commu-
nity into a better place and his business into 
the global industry leader it is today. 

Mr. Penske has had significant success in 
both auto racing and business for more than 
50 years. After forming his own auto racing 
team in 1965, Team Penske has won over 
500 races and 36 national championships. 
The team’s most recent wins include the 2018 
NASCAR championship and 2019 Indianapolis 
500, which marks a record breaking 18 Indian-
apolis 500 victories for a team owner. 

Since starting his own car dealership in 
1969, Penske Corporation has expanded into 
a company that generates $32 billion in reve-
nues and employs approximately 64,000 peo-
ple. However, Mr. Penske is not only a man 
with a mind for business, he is also a man 
with a generous heart. In 2005 he was named 
Michiganian of the Year after vowing to spend 
$35 million, in order to revive and restore 
neighborhoods in Detroit. Just as Penske Cor-
poration is an exceptional example of a great 
American business, so also is Roger Penske 
an outstanding example of an American cit-
izen. Our country is fortunate to have Roger 
Penske as a role model for generations to 
come. I offer Mr. Penske my sincere congratu-
lations on this prestigious honor. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. VICENTE GONZALEZ 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GONZALEZ of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I was unable to cast my vote on November 
12, 2019 for Roll Call Vote 610 and Roll Call 
Vote 611. Had I been present, my vote would 
have been the following: Yea on Roll Call Vote 
610 and Yea on Roll Call Vote 611. 

f 

CONGRATULATING THE HELIAS 
CATHOLIC CRUSADERS SOFT-
BALL TEAM FOR WINNING THE 
2019 MISSOURI CLASS III STATE 
SOFTBALL CHAMPIONSHIPS 

HON. BLAINE LUETKEMEYER 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. LUETKEMEYER. Madam Speaker, I 
rise today to ask my colleagues to join me in 
congratulating the Helias Catholic Crusaders 
softball team for winning the 2019 Missouri 
Class III State Softball Championship. 

This is Helias Catholic’s third state cham-
pionship in the history of their softball pro-
gram. This team and Coach Chris Wyrick 
should be commended for their hard work 
throughout this past year and for bringing 
home the state championship to their school 
and community. 

Madam Speaker, I ask you to join me in 
recognizing the Helias Catholic Crusaders 
team for a job well done. 

RECOGNIZING DALE LONGFELLOW 
FOR THE 2019 MONTANA CON-
GRESSIONAL VETERAN COM-
MENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Dale Longfellow of Hobson, 
a recipient of the 2019 Montana Congres-
sional Veteran Commendation for his service 
to his country and leadership in his commu-
nity. 

Mr. Longfellow is a veteran of the United 
States Navy. He served from 1961 to 1964 
with distinction on the USS Coral Sea CV 43 
aircraft carrier. During his enlistment Dale 
earned nominations to the United States Naval 
Academy and the Merchant Marine Academy 
and attained the rank of Petty Officer Second 
Class. 

Mr. Longfellow has served his community in 
many ways. As a volunteer emergency med-
ical technician, as mayor of Hobson, and as a 
dynamic businessman who for many years 
employed numerous people in the community. 

Mr. Longfellow is known as the person you 
go to for advice and the one you call if you’re 
in a crisis. Those who know Mr. Longfellow 
use words like upright, moral and compas-
sionate to describe him. He is a role model to 
his children and everyone else in his commu-
nity. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Dale Longfellow for his dedica-
tion and service. 

f 

VA OVERPAYMENT 
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT 

SPEECH OF 

HON. J. FRENCH HILL 
OF ARKANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, November 12, 2019 

Mr. HILL of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my friend from Tennessee and my good friend 
from California for their leadership of our Vet-
erans’ Affairs Committee. They are a dynamic 
duo. 

Their visits to Little Rock, Arkansas, both as 
Chairman of the House Veterans Affairs Com-
mittee, gave local Arkansans a direct voice to 
leaders in Congress to discuss many of the 
issues they deal with on a daily basis. 

It was a pleasure to host them, and the ac-
cessibility they have shown to hear from peo-
ple in Arkansas and across the Nation speaks 
to the type of leadership both provide atop the 
House Veterans Affairs Committee. 

I appreciate their kind words about Arkan-
sas and my veterans team in the district, 
which works tirelessly to ensure the brave 
men and women who serve in our armed 
forces receive the benefits and care they de-
serve. 

I appreciate the opportunity to be on the 
floor to be in support of this list of good bills 
tonight. 

Mr. Speaker, I particularly want to thank my 
friend from New Jersey, Mr. KIM, for his hard 
work and collaboration on this important bill for 
our veterans. 
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Mr. Speaker, in the last 5 years I have 

served in this House, I have had over 3,200 
cases completed and closed for veterans in 
my district. 

As a former community banker, when I look 
at those cases and I listen to these stories, 
this too often is a challenge for our veterans. 
It is a crazy challenge. Mr. Speaker, that with-
holding a payment can have severe con-
sequences for our brave veterans who are out 
there just doing their job, through no fault of 
their own and through a computer mess up or 
an IT problem, our veterans receive an over-
payment and then suddenly get a letter a few 
weeks later saying, ‘‘Oh, hey, we made a mis-
take. You owe us $5,000 back.’’ 

Well, the normal American, Mr. Speaker, 
doesn’t have that kind of financial planning ex-
pertise, and relies on the quality of our VA 
services to not make mistakes like that. 

So, it is a pleasure to work with Mr. KIM on 
this measure to try to improve that situation 
and answer the IG’s own report at the VA that 
this is a serious problem affecting over 1.5 
million veterans. 

This bill tries to tackle this issue by improv-
ing Veterans Administration IT systems, which 
are often the cause of this challenge, and of-
fers veterans that unknowingly are forced to 
go without their earned benefits for extended 
periods of time some recourse on being a vic-
tim of an overpayment and have their credit 
impaired. 

I am proud to represent veterans from 
Camp Robinson and Little Rock Air Force 
Base in our central Arkansas area. I am proud 
to work on something that rectifies a common 
problem across this country. 

Mr. Speaker, I thank my friend from New 
Jersey for his work and for the leadership of 
the committee for bringing this bill to the 
House floor. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. MAC THORNBERRY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. THORNBERRY. Madam Speaker, on 
Tuesday, November 12, 2019, I was unable to 
be in Washington and missed roll call votes. 
On Roll Call No. 610 on the passage of H.R. 
4162, the ‘‘GI Planning Bill Act of 2019,’’ had 
I been present, I would have voted Aye. On 
Roll Call No. 611 on the passage of H.R. 
3224, ‘‘To amend title 38, United States Code, 
to provide for increased access to Department 
of Veterans Affairs medical care for women 
veterans,’’ had I been present, I would have 
voted Aye. 

f 

RECOGNIZING MCMILLAN ELEMEN-
TARY AS AN AWARDEE OF THE 
NATIONAL BLUE-RIBBON 

HON. BEN McADAMS 
OF UTAH 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. MCADAMS. Madam Speaker, parents, 
teachers and students in the Murray City 
School District are celebrating the 2019 Na-
tional Blue-Ribbon Schools award to McMillan 

Elementary School. This award brings public 
attention to the best schools in America. Fit-
tingly, it was the brainchild of a former Utah 
Commissioner of Higher Education—Terrel H. 
Bell—who served as Education Secretary 
under President Ronald Reagan. Dr. Bell be-
lieved that through the real action of teaching 
and learning, families and educators could 
work together to articulate a vision of excel-
lence. He believed that by holding everyone to 
high standards, local schools could become 
the best at preparing their students for aca-
demic success. 

The 498 students of McMillan Elementary, 
their teachers, Principal Joy Sanford, and par-
ents, have risen to the challenge. The school 
is named for a family who formerly owned the 
property around the school. It is the only 
school in the Murray School District to be 
named after a local family. Education is vitally 
important to this community. Home to the Mur-
ray District Gifted and Talented Program, Mc-
Millan Elementary held its first Science, Tech-
nology, Engineering and Math (STEM) Night, 
featuring local business professionals who 
spoke about rewarding careers in those fields. 

Public schools nominated for the National 
Blue-Ribbon Schools award must be top-per-
formers in the state on English and math as-
sessments and must meet their state’s per-
formance targets such as attendance and 
graduation rates for all student groups. The 
National Blue-Ribbon School award acknowl-
edges and validates the hard work of stu-
dents, educators, families and communities. 
McMillan Elementary now serves as a model 
of effective school practices. Others will look 
to them for how to achieve academic success. 
Dr. Bell would be very proud. Principal San-
ford should be very proud. Everyone associ-
ated with education in Utah salutes McMillan 
Elementary School’s success and congratu-
lates them on receiving this prestigious award. 

f 

RECOGNIZING JUSTIN MADILL FOR 
THE 2019 MONTANA CONGRES-
SIONAL VETERAN COMMENDA-
TION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Justin Madill of Great Falls, 
a recipient of the 2019 Montana Congres-
sional Veteran Commendation for his service 
to his country and leadership in his commu-
nity. 

Dr. Madill served in the United States Army 
from 2004 to 2013 as a member of the med-
ical corps attaining the rank of Major. He is a 
veteran of the 101st Combat Aviation Bridge 
for Operation Enduring Freedom where he 
earned the Air Medal with Valor Device, the 
Bronze Star, and the Meritorious Service 
Medal. 

While serving in Afghanistan during the Bat-
tle of Want, Dr. Madill extracted the wounded 
Staff Seargent General Ryan Pitts on July 13, 
2008. Staff Seargent General Pitts was later 
the recipient of the Medal of Honor for his ac-
tions. Dr. Madill was a guest of the President 
of the United States at the Medal of Honor 
ceremony. 

Since returning to Montana, Dr. Madill works 
as an emergency physician in Great Falls 

where he’s delivered care to thousands of 
Montanans. He continues to create special 
bonds with his patients both veteran and non- 
veteran where he receives numerous thank 
you cards for his care and compassion. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Justin Madill for his dedication 
and service. 

f 

INTRODUCTION OF THE WOMEN 
WHO WORKED ON THE HOME 
FRONT WORLD WAR II MEMO-
RIAL ACT 

HON. ELEANOR HOLMES NORTON 
OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Ms. NORTON. Madam Speaker, today, I in-
troduce the Women Who Worked on the 
Home Front World War II Memorial Act, which 
would authorize the establishment of a memo-
rial on federal land in the District of Columbia 
commemorating the efforts of the 18 million 
American women who kept the home front 
running during World War II. Women are dra-
matically underrepresented in our memorials. 

A 17-year-old constituent, Raya Kenney, the 
founder of the non-profit Women Who Worked 
on the Home Front Foundation, came up with 
the idea to honor the women on the home 
front who supported the World War II effort. 
Raya wondered why the women on the home 
front, whose efforts were so instrumental in 
maintaining the stability of the country during 
World War II, have not received much recogni-
tion for their contributions, compared to the 
men who fought bravely in World War II. This 
bill would authorize the Women Who Worked 
on the Home Front Foundation to establish the 
memorial to honor these women. The memo-
rial is designed to be interactive and to edu-
cate visitors on the important roles women 
played during World War II. 

Between 1940 and 1945, the percentage of 
women in the workforce increased from 27 
percent to nearly 37 percent, and by 1945 one 
in four married women worked outside of the 
home. The work done by women on the home 
front opened doors for women in the work-
place generally and had a profound effect on 
the job market going forward. As a result of 
their efforts, women on the home front rede-
fined many occupations that were previously 
considered ‘‘men’s work.’’ 

Just as women were working on the home 
front, many played critical roles in support of 
the war effort. More than 10,000 women 
served behind the scenes of World War II as 
codebreakers. Due to the classified nature of 
their work, they did not receive recognition for 
their tireless efforts until recently. Women 
were also trained to fly military aircraft so male 
pilots could leave for combat duty overseas. 
More than 1,100 female civilian volunteers 
flew nearly every type of military aircraft as 
part of the Women Airforce Service Pilots 
(WASP) program. WASP flew planes from fac-
tories to bases, transported cargo and partici-
pated in simulation strafing and target mis-
sions. These women were not given full mili-
tary status until 1977, and it was not until 
2010 that they were recognized with the Con-
gressional Gold Medal. 

Women have largely been ignored in the 
memorials on federal land in the nation’s cap-
ital, even though they played a key role in 
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World War II. Millions of American women 
took jobs to support their families and the 
country at large during World War II, rede-
fining what ‘‘women’s work’’ looks like. In light 
of these contributions, it is important that 
women who worked on the home front be 
properly recognized in the nation’s capital. 

I urge my colleagues to support this bill. 
f 

RECOGNIZING THE 5TH ANNUAL 
NATIONAL APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 

HON. MARK POCAN 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. POCAN. Madam Speaker, during the 
5th annual National Apprenticeship Week, I 
recognize the success of the Registered Ap-
prenticeship system, which has been the 
model workforce development policy in the 
United States for over eight decades. 

Over the next decade, 45 percent of all jobs 
will require more than a high school diploma, 
but won’t necessitate a bachelor’s degree. 
Registered Apprenticeship programs hold the 
key to preparing a new wave of working peo-
ple for these jobs and ensuring all people 
have the adequate resources for economic 
stability. The Registered Apprenticeship pro-
gram model has proven success in skilled 
trades and service industries for both workers 
and employers, with every dollar invested in a 
craft apprenticeship yielding up to $3 in return 
for employers. 

My state of Wisconsin has been a leader in 
Apprenticeship training since 1911, when we 
established the nation’s first apprenticeship 
law. That first year, Wisconsin had 625 ap-
prentices, and its state law became a model 
for the National Apprenticeship Act in 1937— 
the first federal apprenticeship law. Building on 
a century of success, Wisconsin now has over 
11,000 active apprentices and 2,500 employ-
ers in construction, industrial trades, utilities, 
healthcare, service trades, and IT. 

Congress should continue to build on the 
Registered Apprenticeship system to extend 
workforce training opportunities to more work-
ers—especially women, people of color, and 
those from disadvantaged communities. Con-
gress should also seek to integrate appren-
ticeship readiness programs, secondary and 
post-secondary education systems, and sup-
port services to ensure that more workers and 
employers can participate successfully in Reg-
istered Apprenticeships. Most importantly, 
Congress must uphold the strong standards 
for Registered Apprenticeship so that appren-
tices have confidence that they will have their 
rights protected and receive transferable, na-
tionally recognized credentials. 

f 

COMMEMORATING THE NAMING 
CEREMONY OF OCUSOFT’S BER-
NARD T. HALLORAN BUILDING 

HON. PETE OLSON 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. OLSON. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to commemorate OCuSoft’s dedication of their 
new building in the name of their co-founder, 
Bernard T. Halloran. 

Thirty years ago, Bernard, alongside Nat 
Adkins and Cynthia Barrett, helped form 
OCuSoft, a ground-breaking company in my 
district specializing in the research, develop-
ment and supply of skin and eye care prod-
ucts. They are a pioneer in their field, inno-
vating many new products including the first 
commercially available eyelid cleanser. 

Mr. Halloran embodies everything that’s 
great about America—entrepreneurship, inno-
vation and job creation. It’s inspiring to think 
about all the advances that will take place 
within the building bearing his name in the 
years to come. 

I had the pleasure of speaking at the dedi-
cation ceremony, where I asked who was in 
favor of naming the new building after Ber-
nard. 

Needless to say, the ‘‘EYES’’ had it. 
Congratulations to OCuSoft and Bernard T. 

Halloran on this tremendous achievement. 
f 

IN RECOGNITION OF DALE 
DANIELS 

HON. FRANK PALLONE, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. PALLONE. Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize Dale Daniels as she is honored 
by the Center for Holocaust, Human Rights & 
Genocide Education (Chhange) at its 2019 
Testimonial Dinner. Ms. Daniels’ exemplary 
leadership and contributions to Chhange are 
truly deserving of this body’s recognition. 

Since 1979, the Center for Holocaust, 
Human Rights & Genocide Education has 
striven to educate the public, eradicate preju-
dice and serve as a resource to the commu-
nity on Holocaust, genocide and other human 
rights issues. Its efforts to bring attention to 
human and civil rights violations and to honor 
the victims and survivors of genocide are truly 
commendable. Ms. Daniels’ nearly 25 years of 
service to Chhange are indicative of her dedi-
cation to the organization and its mission to 
create change. 

Joining Chhange (then the Center for Holo-
caust Studies) as a volunteer in 1995 after 
hearing a Holocaust survivor’s story, Dale 
Daniels quickly found her passion. Soon after, 
she served as a member of the Board of Di-
rectors and an interviewer for the Survivors of 
the Shoah Foundation. In 2000, Ms. Daniels 
became the first Executive Director of the or-
ganization, and under her leadership, 
Chhange has grown immensely and expanded 
its programs and outreach. 

With her direction, Chhange has produced 
exhibits, books, films and installations that 
educate and engage the public while paying 
tribute to the victims. It has also created and 
maintains the first and only Holocaust and 
genocide archives in New Jersey and offers 
training for law enforcement, clergy and juve-
nile hate crime offenders. Its work with 
schools, organizations and communities en-
able individuals to better understand historical 
and present-day atrocities and human rights 
abuses and foster a more tolerant and inclu-
sive society. Ms. Daniels’ vision and connec-
tion to the issues she promotes have made 
Chhange an invaluable resource that has an 
extraordinary impact on the community. 

Madam Speaker, please join me in leading 
this body in recognition of Dale Daniels for her 
tireless dedication and advocacy. 

RECOGNIZING ADELINE MITCHELL 
FOR THE 2019 MONTANA CON-
GRESSIONAL VETERAN COM-
MENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Adeline Mitchell of Glas-
gow for the Montana Congressional Veteran 
Commendation for her service to her country 
and community. 

Ms. Mitchell is a veteran of the United 
States Navy, serving in World War II. She has 
decades of service in the community, and has 
exemplified the term, ‘‘the greatest generation’’ 
with her patriotism. 

Following her time in the Navy, Ms. Mitchell 
dedicated her time to supporting veterans 
through the VFW Auxiliary for 76 years and to 
the American Legion Auxiliary for 72 years. 
During her time, she volunteered in various 
veteran’s homes and Fort Harrison. Ms. Mitch-
ell also volunteered at the local Ronald 
McDonald House and local group homes as 
well as with the Head Start program. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Adeline Mitchell for her service 
to her country and her community. 

f 

NATIONAL APPRENTICESHIP WEEK 

HON. JAMES R. LANGEVIN 
OF RHODE ISLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Madam Speaker, as a co- 
chair of the Congressional Career and Tech-
nical Education Caucus, I’m pleased to recog-
nize the fifth annual National Apprenticeship 
Week. 

For over 80 years, the Registered Appren-
ticeship system has helped train the next gen-
eration of skilled workers. By combining paid 
on-the-job training with related classroom in-
struction, apprenticeships allow students to 
earn while they learn, preparing them for high- 
skill, high-paying jobs in in-demand industries. 

This model has been particularly successful 
in the building trades, which have used reg-
istered apprenticeships to train their skilled 
workforce for decades. Moving forward, as we 
make investments to rebuild our nation’s infra-
structure, it will be even more important to 
support registered apprenticeships in the 
building trades and other related industries. 

I’m a proud cosponsor of Congressman 
POCAN’s legislation, the Leveraging Effective 
Apprenticeships to Rebuild National Skills Act, 
which would establish a national apprentice-
ship advisory council and support the develop-
ment of pre-apprenticeship and apprenticeship 
programs that lead to postsecondary degrees. 

In my home state of Rhode Island, appren-
ticeships culminating in postsecondary de-
grees are very successful. At Quonset Point, 
Electric Boat operates an apprenticeship pro-
gram in partnership with the Community Col-
lege of Rhode Island. Electric Boat appren-
tices training in the maritime pipe and struc-
tural trades will finish the program with both a 
certificate and an Associate’s degree, ready 
for a high-paying career. 
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Apprenticeships are crucial workforce devel-

opment tools that yield positive returns for stu-
dents, workers, and businesses alike, and I 
look forward to working with my colleagues on 
both sides of the aisle to continue supporting 
these programs. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Madam 
Speaker, I was unable to cast votes on the fol-
lowing legislative measures. If I were present 
for roll call votes, I would have voted ‘‘Aye’’ for 
the following votes: 

Roll Call 610, November 12, 2019: On Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, as 
Amended, H.R. 4162, GI Bill Planning Act of 
2019. 

Roll Call 611, November 12, 2019: On Mo-
tion to Suspend the Rules and Pass, as 
Amended, H.R. 3224, Deborah Sampson Act. 

f 

CONGRATULATING DR. ANDREW 
REISMAN, PRESIDENT OF THE 
MEDICAL ASSOCIATION OF 
GEORGIA 

HON. DOUG COLLINS 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, 
I rise today to congratulate Dr. Andrew 
Reisman, a fellow Gainesville resident and my 
dear friend, for being sworn into office as 
President of the Medical Association of Geor-
gia. 

As President of the Medical Association of 
Georgia, Dr. Reisman will serve his fellow 
physicians, patients, and the state of Georgia 
by working to enhance patient care and the 
health of the public by advancing the art and 
science of medicine and by representing phy-
sicians and patients in the policy making proc-
ess. 

Upon being sworn in for his one-year term 
as president, Dr. Reisman remarked he plans 
to focus on tort reform, surprise medical bills, 
the ‘‘data entry crisis’’ and scope of practice, 
ultimately working to ensure Georgians have 
access to the care they need. 

As a family physician with the Longstreet 
Clinic in Oakwood, Georgia, Dr. Reisman has 
served our community since 1996. He is the 
third-ever doctor from Hall County to serve as 
President of the Medical Association of Geor-
gia. 

Dr. Reisman previously served as Secretary 
for the Medical Association of Georgia. He is 
also a member of the Georgia Composite 
Medical Board, the Hall County Medical Soci-
ety, the American Medical Association, and 
the Georgia Academy of Family Physicians. 

Dr. Reisman has a medical degree from the 
University of Miami and completed his resi-
dency at the University of Maryland. 

Dr. Reisman has dedicated his career to 
bettering the lives of his patients and bettering 
the greater medical community as a whole. On 
behalf of the people of Northeast Georgia, I 

want to commend my good friend for his re-
markable work and congratulate him on being 
sworn in as President of the Medical Associa-
tion of Georgia. 

f 

RECOGNIZING QUINTIN STEPHEN– 
HASSARD FOR THE 2019 MON-
TANA CONGRESSIONAL VETERAN 
COMMENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Quintin Stephen-Hassard 
of Dillon for the Montana Congressional Vet-
eran Commendation for his service to his 
country and his service in the community. 

Mr. Stephen-Hassard is a U.S. Navy vet-
eran and served in Vietnam. Mr. Stephen- 
Hassard received multiple commendations 
during his time in the Navy including the Na-
tional Defense Medal, and the Navy Com-
mendation Medal with Combat V device. 

Mr. Stephen-Hassard has been a leader in 
the American Legion Beaverhead Post 20, in-
cluding leading the research and development 
of the new Veterans Monument to replace one 
destroyed in a storm. He serves on the color 
and honor guard for public event and works 
with the Legion Community Hospital Equip-
ment Loan Program. Mr. Stephen-Hassard 
also presents a year-long Ocean Science Pro-
gram in the community. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Quintin Stephen-Hassard for his 
service to his country and community. 

f 

CELEBRATING POLAND’S HISTORIC 
DEMOCRATIC BREAKTHROUGH 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Madam Speaker, 
today we continue celebrating Poland’s his-
toric democratic breakthrough 30 years ago 
that led to its matriculation from dictatorship to 
democracy. 

Today, we honor the bravery, tenacity, dis-
cipline and innate goodness of Nobel Peace 
Prize Laureate Lech Walesa and Solidarity. 

Some time ago, I read Lech Walesa’s pow-
erful and riveting autobiography, ‘‘A Way of 
Hope.’’ Filled with insight and brutally honest, 
the book walks the reader through a series of 
volatile events—personal and public—that 
have literally transformed the world. 

In the book, we get a glimpse into Lech Wa-
lesa’s deep faith—and the role his beloved 
mother, and her Catholic beliefs had on him; 
‘‘Neighbors came to our house to say the ro-
sary,’’ he tells us in the book. The book is 
filled with remembrances of family—and his 
love for his wife. 

On leadership he tells us: ‘‘I’ve never 
wished or prepared for a leadership role: para-
doxically, it’s because I never really wanted it, 
absorbed as I was by quite different concerns, 
different problems which needed solving, that 
I found myself out in front, leading the oth-
ers—‘leading the flock,’ I call it with a smile.’’ 

He tells us of the strike of 1970. ‘‘All we 
wanted was to free our fellow workers, we 
wanted no violence.’’ And that his worst fears 
were realized: ‘‘Poles had fired against Poles.’’ 

In the chapter ‘‘The Strike and the August 
Agreement’’ he tells us how the movement 
had matured: 

‘‘Until then I had been talking, bluffing, 
playing ‘on credit.’ Although we pretended 
to be holding all the high cards, our oppo-
nents knew our game inside out, they’d been 
playing against us for years! But what they 
didn’t know was the nature of our very last 
card: the determination that had been ma-
turing for ten years now, since the death of 
three of our colleagues right in front of the 
second entrance to the shipyard.’’ 

When His Holiness Pope John Paul II made 
his historic trip to his homeland in 1979, he 
counseled his flock and his country men and 
women, ‘‘Be Not Afraid.’’ But Lech Walesa 
gave us additional insight into how Solidarity 
and Pope John Paul II were ‘‘inextricably 
bound together’’ and how it almost ended in 
1981: 

‘‘It was in Japan that we heard of the dra-
matic attempt on the Pope’s life. The news 
broke in the middle of the night May 13–14, 
1981. We were in my hotel room in Nagasaki, 
discussing the events of the day, and our 
visit the next day to the museum set up in 
memory of the victims of the atomic bomb. 
The first news flash was terrifying: the Pope 
was dead! The next news flash retracted it: 
no, the Pope was still alive, he was fighting 
for his life. I was overcome by a feeling of 
immense loneliness; the whole world seemed 
to have turned upside down; with our 
lodestar gone, some of us were wandering in 
a wilderness without hope. The tragedy of 
the Polish Pope was also the tragedy of Po-
land and of Solidarity: they were inex-
tricably bound together; this was just the be-
ginning. Then the news changed, became less 
alarming; there was still hope.’’ 

In his chapter ‘‘Martial Law,’’ Lech Walesa 
tells us how they decided that if the militia in-
vaded the shipyard during the night, they de-
cided on passive resistance: ‘‘Our greatest 
strength is precisely our weakness—our living 
bodies and empty hands confronting tanks 
and nightsticks.’’ 

His wife Danuta writes in the book how she 
was discouraged when he was locked up dur-
ing marital law but ‘‘he seemed rather pleas-
ant, . . . we had to be dignified about it all, 
become even in a place like this, we still had 
the upper hand; we not they were making his-
tory.’’ 

By 1989, Solidarity leaders sat across the 
table from General Jaruzelski, the same Gen-
eral who had imposed martial law in 1981. 
And they negotiated what had seemed to most 
of the world impossible: the peaceful transition 
from communism to free and fair elections. In 
August of 1989, less than a decade after the 
Gdansk shipyard strikes that gave birth to Sol-
idarity, Poland would elect its first non-com-
munist Prime Minister since the communist 
takeover. 

Then Lech Walesa himself became Presi-
dent. 

Lech Walesa tells us in the book that in his 
school years ‘‘history was my weak point.’’ 

Studying history does not matter when you 
are the one who makes history by bringing 
freedom, respect for human rights, and endur-
ing democracy not only to your own country, 
but many other nations as well. 
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CORRECTION

November 13, 2019 Congressional Record
Correction To Page E1436
November 13, 2019, on page E1436, the following appeared: Mr. COLLINS. Madam Speaker, I rise today to congratulate Dr. Andrew Reisman, a fellow Gainesville resident and my dear friend, for being sworn into office as President of the Medical Association of Georgia.The online version has been corrected to read:  Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Madam Speaker, I rise today to congratulate Dr. Andrew Reisman, a fellow Gainesville resident and my dear friend, for being sworn into office as President of the Medical Association of Georgia.
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. LLOYD SMUCKER 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. SMUCKER. Madam Speaker, had I 
been present, I would have voted YEA on Roll 
Call No. 610, and YEA on Roll Call No. 611. 

f 

RECOGNIZING HAROLD RIENSCHE 
FOR THE 2019 MONTANA CON-
GRESSIONAL VETERAN COM-
MENDATION 

HON. GREG GIANFORTE 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. GIANFORTE. Madam Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize Harold Riensche Senior of 
Reed Point, a recipient of the 2019 Montana 
Congressional Veteran Commendation for his 
service to his county and leadership in his 
community. 

Mr. Riensche is a veteran of the United 
States Marine Corps. He is a Vietnam veteran 
who served in the 3rd Tank Battalion, 3rd Ma-
rine Division earning awards like the Navy 
Cross, and attaining the rank of Master Gun-
nery Sergeant. 

During the Vietnam War, Mr. Riensche and 
his crew were assigned to recover a disabled 
tank. During this mission, their vehicle deto-
nated a mine. While repairing their vehicle, the 
Marines came under heavy fire. In an instant, 
two of Staff Sergeant Riensche’s crew were 
killed and two others were wounded leaving 
him alone to defend his injured crew and dam-
aged vehicle. With the help of a few grenades 
and unmatched bravery, Mr. Riensche was 
able to fight off the Northern Vietnamese sol-
diers by himself until backup arrived. His quick 
action and heroism saved the lives of his two 
fellow Marines. 

After completing his military service, Mr. 
Riensche served as a member of the Still-
water County Weed control Board and Presi-
dent of the local community landowner’s asso-
ciation. His friends and neighbors say Mr. 
Riensche never hesitates to help when asked 
upon. 

I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
commending Harold Riensche Senior for his 
dedication and service. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DAN BISHOP 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, during the flurry of votes on Novem-
ber 12, 2013, I was recorded as voting YEA 
on Roll Call No. 610. On the following vote, I 
was listed as NOT VOTING on Roll Call No. 
611 despite being present due to a misunder-
standing. Had this issue not occurred, I voted, 
and it properly recorded, I would have voted 
YEA on Roll Call No. 611. 

SENATE COMMITTEE MEETINGS 
Title IV of Senate Resolution 4, 

agreed to by the Senate of February 4, 
1977, calls for establishment of a sys-
tem for a computerized schedule of all 
meetings and hearings of Senate com-
mittees, subcommittees, joint commit-
tees, and committees of conference. 
This title requires all such committees 
to notify the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest—designated by the Rules Com-
mittee—of the time, place and purpose 
of the meetings, when scheduled and 
any cancellations or changes in the 
meetings as they occur. 

As an additional procedure along 
with the computerization of this infor-
mation, the Office of the Senate Daily 
Digest will prepare this information for 
printing in the Extensions of Remarks 
section of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
on Monday and Wednesday of each 
week. 

Meetings scheduled for Thursday, No-
vember 14, 2019 may be found in the 
Daily Digest of today’s RECORD. 

MEETINGS SCHEDULED 
NOVEMBER 19 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Environment and Public 

Works 
To hold hearings to examine S. 1087, to 

amend the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act to make changes with re-
spect to water quality certification, 
and state perspectives on other poten-
tial reforms to the implementation of 
Section 401 of the Clean Water Act. 

SD–406 
Committee on Homeland Security and 

Governmental Affairs 
Permanent Subcommittee on Investiga-

tions 
To hold hearings to examine securing the 

United States research enterprise from 
China’s talent recruitment plans. 

SD–342 
Committee on the Judiciary 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
the Federal Bureau of Prisons. 

SD–226 
Commission on Security and Cooperation 

in Europe 
To hold a joint hearing with the House 

Committee on Foreign Affairs Sub-
committee on Europe, Eurasia, Energy, 
and the Environment to examine the 
importance of the Open Skies Treaty. 

RHOB–2172 

NOVEMBER 20 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Readiness and Manage-

ment Support 
To hold hearings to examine the Depart-

ment of Defense audit. 
SR–222 

10 a.m. 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and 

Urban Affairs 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tions of Mitchell A. Silk, of New York, 
to be an Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, Brian D. Montgomery, of 
Texas, to be Deputy Secretary, and 
David Carey Woll, Jr., of Connecticut, 
and John Bobbitt, of Texas, both to be 
an Assistant Secretary, all of the De-

partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment, and Peter J. Coniglio, of Vir-
ginia, to be Inspector General, Export- 
Import Bank. 

SD–538 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 

Transportation 
To hold hearings to examine highly auto-

mated vehicles, focusing on Federal 
perspectives on the deployment of safe-
ty technology. 

SH–216 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, 

and Pensions 
To hold hearings to examine the nomina-

tion of Stephen Hahn, of Texas, to be 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs, De-
partment of Health and Human Serv-
ices. 

SD–430 
2 p.m. 

Committee on Finance 
Subcommittee on Health Care 

To hold hearings to examine Alzheimer’s 
awareness, focusing on barriers to diag-
nosis, treatment, and care coordina-
tion. 

SD–215 
2:15 p.m. 

Joint Economic Committee 
To hold hearings to examine connecting 

more people to work. 
SD–106 

2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Indian Affairs 

To hold an oversight hearing to examine 
honoring a nation’s promise to Native 
veterans, including S. 1001, to amend 
the Indian Health Care Improvement 
Act to allow the Indian Health Service 
to cover the cost of a copayment of an 
Indian or Alaska Native veteran receiv-
ing medical care or services from the 
Department of Veterans Affairs, and S. 
2365, to amend the Indian Health Care 
Improvement Act to authorize urban 
Indian organizations to enter into ar-
rangements for the sharing of medical 
services and facilities. 

SD–628 

DECEMBER 3 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 

To hold hearings to examine testimony 
from the Government Accountability 
Office on privatized housing findings to 
include responses from the military 
services on ongoing reports of sub-
standard housing conditions and serv-
ices. 

SD–G50 

DECEMBER 4 

2:30 p.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on Personnel 

To hold hearings to examine testimony 
about servicemember, family, and vet-
eran suicides and prevention strate-
gies. 

SR–222 

POSTPONEMENTS 

NOVEMBER 20 

9:30 a.m. 
Committee on Armed Services 
Subcommittee on SeaPower 

To receive a closed briefing on Navy air-
craft carrier survivability. 

SVC–217 
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Wednesday, November 13, 2019 

Daily Digest 
Senate 

Chamber Action 
Routine Proceedings, pages S6515–S6577 
Measures Introduced: Fourteen bills and two reso-
lutions were introduced, as follows: S. 2841–2854, 
S.J. Res. 60, and S. Res. 420.                      Pages S6566–67 

Measures Reported: 
S. 2765, to improve Federal fiscal controls and the 

congressional budget process, with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute.                                      Page S6566 

Measures Passed: 
Government Publishing Office Technical Fix: 

Senate passed S. 2851, to amend section 442 of title 
18, United States Code, to exempt certain interests 
in mutual funds, unit investment trusts, employee 
benefit plans, and retirement plans from conflict of 
interest limitations for the Government Publishing 
Office.                                                                               Page S6573 

Menashi Nomination—Agreement: Senate re-
sumed consideration of the nomination of Steven J. 
Menashi, of New York, to be United States Circuit 
Judge for the Second Circuit. 
                                                                Pages S6520–25, S6525–44 

During consideration of this nomination today, 
Senate also took the following action: 

By 51 yeas to 44 nays (Vote No. EX. 355), Senate 
agreed to the motion to close further debate on the 
nomination.                                                                   Page S6520 

A unanimous-consent agreement was reached pro-
viding for further consideration of the nomination, 
post-cloture, at approximately 10 a.m., on Thursday, 
November 14, 2019, with the post-cloture time on 
the nomination expiring at 1:45 p.m.             Page S6573 

Nomination Confirmed: Senate confirmed the fol-
lowing nomination: 

By 54 yeas to 41 nays (Vote No. EX. 354), Chad 
F. Wolf, of Virginia, to be Under Secretary for Strat-
egy, Policy, and Plans, Department of Homeland Se-
curity.                                                                       Pages S6516–20 

Nomination Received: Senate received the fol-
lowing nomination: 

Elaine A. McCusker, of Virginia, to be Under Sec-
retary of Defense (Comptroller).                         Page S6577 

Nomination Withdrawn: Senate received notifica-
tion of withdrawal of the following nomination: 

Doug Manchester, of California, to be Ambassador 
to the Commonwealth of The Bahamas, which was 
sent to the Senate on January 16, 2019.        Page S6577 

Messages from the House:                                 Page S6564 

Measures Referred:                                                 Page S6564 

Measures Placed on the Calendar: 
                                                                            Pages S6516, S6564 

Executive Communications:                     Pages S6564–66 

Executive Reports of Committees:               Page S6566 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages S6567–69 

Statements on Introduced Bills/Resolutions: 
                                                                                    Pages S6569–70 

Additional Statements:                                Pages S6563–64 

Amendments Submitted:                           Pages S6570–72 

Authorities for Committees to Meet: 
                                                                                    Pages S6572–73 

Record Votes: Two record votes were taken today. 
(Total—355)                                            Pages S6519–20, S6520 

Adjournment: Senate convened at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 6:40 p.m., until 10 a.m. on Thursday, 
November 14, 2019. (For Senate’s program, see the 
remarks of the Majority Leader in today’s Record on 
page S6573.) 

Committee Meetings 
(Committees not listed did not meet) 

BUSINESS MEETING 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation: 
Committee ordered favorably reported the following 
business items: 

S. 10, to require the Inter-Agency Task Force on 
Harmful Algal Blooms and Hypoxia to develop a 
plan for reducing, mitigating, and controlling harm-
ful algal blooms and hypoxia in South Florida; 

S. 481, to encourage States to require the installa-
tion of residential carbon monoxide detectors in 
homes, with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute; 
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S. 999, to provide for Federal coordination of ac-
tivities supporting sustainable chemistry, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute; 

S. 1069, to require the Secretary of Commerce, 
acting through the Administrator of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, to estab-
lish a constituent-driven program to provide a dig-
ital information platform capable of efficiently inte-
grating coastal data with decision-support tools, 
training, and best practices and to support collection 
of priority coastal geospatial data to inform and im-
prove local, State, regional, and Federal capacities to 
manage the coastal region; 

S. 1640, to require compliant flame mitigation 
devices to be used on portable fuel containers for 
flammable liquid fuels, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute; 

S. 1982, to improve efforts to combat marine de-
bris, with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute; 

S. 2330, to amend the Ted Stevens Olympic and 
Amateur Sports Act to provide for congressional 
oversight of the board of directors of the United 
States Olympic and Paralympic Committee and to 
protect amateur athletes from emotional, physical, 
and sexual abuse, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute; 

S. 2346, to improve the Fishery Resource Disaster 
Relief program of the National Marine Fisheries 
Service, with an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute; 

S. 2429, to reauthorize the Coral Reef Conserva-
tion Act of 2000 and to establish the United States 
Coral Reef Task Force, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute; 

S. 2453, to assist in the conservation of the North 
Atlantic right whale by supporting and providing fi-
nancial resources for North Atlantic right whale con-
servation programs and projects of persons with ex-
pertise required for the conservation of North Atlan-
tic right whales, with an amendment in the nature 
of a substitute; 

S. 2472, to redesignate the NASA John H. Glenn 
Research Center at Plum Brook Station, Ohio, as the 
NASA John H. Glenn Research Center at the Neil 
A. Armstrong Test Facility; 

S. 2525, to require the Director of the National 
Institute of Standards and Technology to conduct a 
study of personal protective equipment worn by fire-
fighters to determine the prevalence and concentra-
tion of per-and polyfluoroalkyl substances, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute; 

S. 2535, to require the Secretary of Commerce to 
conduct an assessment and analysis relating to the 
decline in the business formation rate in the United 
States, with an amendment; 

S. 2597, to require the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration to make certain oper-
ational models available to the public, with an 
amendment; 

S. 2693, to improve oversight by the Federal 
Communications Commission of the wireless and 
broadcast emergency alert systems; 

S. 2775, to improve the cyber workforce of the 
United States, with an amendment; 

S. 2782, to improve provisions of law relating to 
sexual harassment and assault prevention at the Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration; 

S. 2800, to authorize programs of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute; 

S. 2805, to improve transit-oriented development 
financing, with an amendment; 

H.R. 3153, to direct the Director of the National 
Science Foundation to support research on opioid ad-
diction, an original bill entitled, ‘‘Marine Mammal 
Research and Response Act of 2019’’, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute; 

The nominations of Ian Paul Steff, of Indiana, to 
be Assistant Secretary of Commerce and Director 
General of the United States and Foreign Commer-
cial Service, Michael Graham, of Kansas, to be a 
Member of the National Transportation Safety Board 
for a term expiring December 31, 2020, and to be 
a Member of the National Transportation Safety 
Board for a term expiring December 31, 2025, Carl 
Whitney Bentzel, of Maryland, to be a Federal Mari-
time Commissioner, Theodore Rokita, of Indiana, to 
be a Director of the Amtrak Board of Directors; and 

A routine list in the Coast Guard. 

NUCLEAR POWER 
Committee on Environment and Public Works: Com-
mittee concluded a hearing to examine preserving 
and expanding clean, reliable nuclear power, focusing 
on United States commercial nuclear reactor per-
formance trends and safety initiatives, after receiving 
testimony from Peter B. Lyons, former Commis-
sioner, Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Golden, 
Colorado; Robert F. Willard, Institute of Nuclear 
Power Operations, Atlanta, Georgia; and Edwin 
Lyman, Union of Concerned Scientists, Washington, 
D.C. 

MIGRATION AT THE SOUTHERN BORDER 
Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Af-
fairs: Committee concluded a hearing to examine un-
precedented migration at the United States southern 
border, focusing on the year in review, after receiv-
ing testimony from Mark Morgan, Acting Commis-
sioner, Customs and Border Protection, Kenneth T. 
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Cuccinelli II, Acting Director, Citizenship and Im-
migration Services, and Derek Benner, Acting Dep-
uty Director, Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment, all of the Department of Homeland Security; 
and James McHenry, Director, Executive Office for 
Immigration Review, Department of Justice. 

YOUTH ELECTRONIC CIGARETTE USE 
Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and Pensions: 
Committee concluded a hearing to examine the re-
sponse to lung illnesses and rising youth electronic 
cigarette use, after receiving testimony from Mitch 
Zeller, Director, Center for Tobacco Products, Food 
and Drug Administration, and Anne Schuchat, Prin-
cipal Deputy Director, Centers for Disease Control 

and Prevention, both of the Department of Health 
and Human Services. 

NOMINATIONS 
Committee on the Judiciary: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the nominations of Stanley 
Blumenfeld, and Mark C. Scarsi, both to be a United 
States District Judge for the Central District of Cali-
fornia, Grace Karaffa Obermann, of Virginia, to be 
a Judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims 
for a term of fifteen years, and Stephen A. Vaden, 
of Tennessee, to be a Judge of the United States 
Court of International Trade, after the nominees tes-
tified and answered questions in their own behalf. 

h 

House of Representatives 
Chamber Action 
Public Bills and Resolutions Introduced: 21 pub-
lic bills, H.R. 5059–5079; and 5 resolutions, H. 
Con. Res. 72; and H. Res. 693–694, 696–697 were 
introduced.                                                            Pages H8825–26 

Additional Cosponsors:                               Pages H8827–28 

Reports Filed: Reports were filed today as follows: 
H.R. 729, to amend the Coastal Zone Manage-

ment Act of 1972 to authorize grants to Indian 
Tribes to further achievement of Tribal coastal zone 
objectives, and for other purposes (H. Rept. 
116–283); 

H.R. 925, to extend the authorization of appro-
priations for allocation to carry out approved wet-
lands conservation projects under the North Amer-
ican Wetlands Conservation Act through fiscal year 
2024 (H. Rept. 116–284); 

H.R. 1446, to require the United States Postal 
Service to continue selling the Multinational Species 
Conservation Funds Semipostal Stamp until all re-
maining stamps are sold, and for other purposes, 
with an amendment (H. Rept. 116–285, Part 1); 

H.R. 1980, to establish in the Smithsonian Insti-
tution a comprehensive women’s history museum, 
and for other purposes, with an amendment (H. 
Rept. 116–286, Part 1); 

H.R. 4031, to amend the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act to reauthorize the Great Lakes Restora-
tion Initiative, and for other purposes (H. Rept. 
116–287); 

H.R. 4044, to amend the Federal Water Pollution 
Control Act to reauthorize the National Estuary Pro-

gram, and for other purposes (H. Rept. 116–288); 
and 

H. Res. 695, providing for consideration of the 
bill (H.R. 4863) to promote the competitiveness of 
the United States, to reform and reauthorize the 
United States Export Finance Agency, and for other 
purposes; and for other purposes (H. Rept. 
116–289).                                                                       Page H8825 

Speaker: Read a letter from the Speaker wherein she 
appointed Representative Cuellar to act as Speaker 
pro tempore for today.                                             Page H8787 

Recess: The House recessed at 10:38 a.m. and re-
convened at 12 noon.                                               Page H8791 

Guest Chaplain: The prayer was offered by the 
Guest Chaplain, Ms. Verna Teller, Southern Tiwa, 
Pueblo of Isleta, New Mexico.                            Page H8791 

Suspensions: The House agreed to suspend the rules 
and pass the following measures: 

Foundation of the Federal Bar Association 
Charter Amendments Act of 2019: H.R. 1663, to 
amend title 36, United States Code, to revise the 
Federal charter for the Foundation of the Federal Bar 
Association;                                                           Pages H8794–96 

Reauthorizing Security for Supreme Court Jus-
tices Act of 2019: H.R. 4258, to authorize the Mar-
shal of the Supreme Court and the Supreme Court 
Police to protect the Justices, employees, and official 
guests of the Supreme Court outside of the Supreme 
Court grounds;                                                    Pages H8796–97 

Veteran Entrepreneurship Training Act of 
2019: H.R. 3537, to amend the Small Business Act 
to codify the Boots to Business Program, by a 2⁄3 
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yea-and-nay vote of 424 yeas to 1 nay, Roll No. 
612;                                                       Pages H8797–H8800, H8812 

Patriotic Employer Protection Act of 2019: H.R. 
3661, amended, to support entrepreneurs serving in 
the National Guard and Reserve;              Pages H8800–02 

Service-Disabled Veterans Small Business Con-
tinuation Act: H.R. 499, to amend the Small Busi-
ness Act to clarify the treatment of certain surviving 
spouses under the definition of small business con-
cern owned and controlled by service-disabled vet-
erans, by a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 423 yeas with 
none voting ‘‘nay’’, Roll No. 613; 
                                                                Pages H8802–03, H8812–13 

Successful Entrepreneurship for Reservists and 
Veterans Act: H.R. 3734, amended, to require the 
Comptroller General of the United States to report 
on access to credit for small business concerns owned 
and controlled by covered individuals, to require the 
Administrator of the Small Business Administration 
to report on the veterans interagency task force, by 
a 2⁄3 yea-and-nay vote of 421 yeas to 3 nays, Roll 
No. 614;                                              Pages H8803–05, H8813–14 

Verification Alignment and Service-disabled 
Business Adjustment Act: H.R. 1615, amended, to 
transfer the responsibility of verifying small business 
concerns owned and controlled by veterans or serv-
ice-disabled veterans to the Small Business Adminis-
tration; and                                                            Pages H8805–09 

Rosie the Riveter Congressional Gold Medal Act 
of 2019: H.R. 1773, amended, to award a Congres-
sional Gold Medal, collectively, to the women in the 
United States who joined the workforce during 
World War II, providing the aircraft, vehicles, weap-
onry, ammunition and other material to win the 
war, that were referred to as ‘‘Rosie the Riveter’’, in 
recognition of their contributions to the United 
States and the inspiration they have provided to en-
suing generations.                                              Pages H8809–11 

Directing the Clerk of the House to make a cor-
rection in the enrollment of H.R. 2423: The 
House agreed to H. Con. Res. 72, directing the 
Clerk of the House to make a correction in the en-
rollment of H.R. 2423.                                          Page H8811 

Recess: The House recessed at 2:05 p.m. and recon-
vened at 4:29 p.m.                                                    Page H8811 

Senate Message: Message received from the Senate 
by the Clerk and subsequently presented to the 
House today appears on page H8811. 
Quorum Calls Votes: Three yea-and-nay votes de-
veloped during the proceedings of today and appear 
on pages H8812, H8812–13, and H8813–14. There 
were no quorum calls. 

Adjournment: The House met at 10 a.m. and ad-
journed at 7:04 p.m. 

Committee Meetings 
F–35 PROGRAM UPDATE: SUSTAINMENT, 
PRODUCTION, AND AFFORDABILITY 
CHALLENGES 
Committee on Armed Services: Subcommittee on Readi-
ness; and Subcommittee on Tactical Air and Land 
Forces held a joint hearing entitled ‘‘F–35 Program 
Update: Sustainment, Production, and Affordability 
Challenges’’. Testimony was heard from Ellen M. 
Lord, Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Sustainment, Office of the Secretary of Defense, De-
partment of Defense; Robert F. Behler, Director, 
Operational Test and Evaluation, Office of the Sec-
retary of Defense, Department of Defense; Lieutenant 
General Eric Fick, Program Executive Officer, F–35 
Lightening II Joint Program Office; Diana Maurer, 
Director, Defense Capabilities and Management, 
Government Accountability Office; and public wit-
nesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Energy and Commerce: Subcommittee on 
Health held a markup on H.R. 2339, the ‘‘Reversing 
the Youth Tobacco Epidemic Act of 2019’’; H.R. 
4995, the ‘‘Maternal Health Quality Improvement 
Act of 2019’’; H.R. 4996, the ‘‘Helping Medicaid 
Offer Maternity Services Act of 2019’’; and H.R. 
2387, the ‘‘STOP GAMES Act of 2019’’. H.R. 2339 
and H.R. 4996 were forwarded to the full Com-
mittee, as amended. H.R. 4995 and H.R. 2387 were 
forwarded to the full Committee, without amend-
ment. 

HOW AMERICA LEADS ABROAD: AN 
EXAMINATION OF MULTILATERAL 
DEVELOPMENT INSTITUTIONS 
Committee on Financial Services: Subcommittee on Na-
tional Security, International Development, and 
Monetary Policy held a hearing entitled ‘‘How 
America Leads Abroad: An Examination of Multilat-
eral Development Institutions’’. Testimony was 
heard from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURES 
Committee on Financial Services: Full Committee began 
a markup on H.R. 2445, the ‘‘Self-Employed Mort-
gage Act’’; H.R. 3490, the ‘‘Small Business Lending 
Fairness Act’’; H.R. 3948, the ‘‘Debt Collection 
Practices Harmonization Act’’; H.R. 4403, the ‘‘Stop 
Debt Collection Abuse Act’’; H.R. 5021, the ‘‘End-
ing Debt Collection Harassment Act of 2019’’; H.R. 
2398, to amend the United States Housing Act of 
1937 and title 38, United States Code, to expand 
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eligibility for the HUD–VASH program, to direct 
the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to submit annual 
reports to the Committees on Veterans’ Affairs of the 
Senate and House of Representatives regarding 
homeless veterans, and for other purposes; H.R. 
5003, the ‘‘Fair Debt Collection Practices for 
Servicemembers Act’’; H.R. 5001, the ‘‘Non-Judicial 
Foreclosure Debt Collection Clarification Act’’; and 
H.R. 5013, the ‘‘Small Business Fair Debt Collection 
Protection Act’’. 

DEMOCRACY AND THE NATO ALLIANCE: 
UPHOLDING OUR SHARED DEMOCRATIC 
VALUES 
Committee on Foreign Affairs: Subcommittee on Eu-
rope, Eurasia, Energy, and the Environment held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Democracy and the NATO Alli-
ance: Upholding our Shared Democratic Values’’. 
Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

MISCELLANEOUS MEASURE 
Committee on the Judiciary: Full Committee held a 
markup on H.J. Res. 79, removing the deadline for 
the ratification of the equal rights amendment. H.J. 
Res. 79 was ordered reported, as amended. 

ONLINE PLATFORMS AND MARKET 
POWER, PART 4: PERSPECTIVES OF THE 
ANTITRUST AGENCIES 
Committee on the Judiciary: Subcommittee on Anti-
trust, Commercial, and Administrative Law held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Online Platforms and Market 
Power, Part 4: Perspectives of the Antitrust Agen-
cies’’. Testimony was heard from Makan Delrahim, 
Assistant Attorney General, Antitrust Division, De-
partment of Justice; and Joseph Simons, Chairman, 
Federal Trade Commission. 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURE 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee for In-
digenous Peoples of the United States held a hearing 
on H.R. 4957, the ‘‘Native American Child Protec-
tion Act’’. Testimony was heard from Spike Bighorn, 
Deputy Bureau Director, Office of Indian Services, 
Department of the Interior; Rear Admiral Brandon 
L. Taylor, Chief of Staff, Indian Health Service, De-
partment of Health and Human Services; and public 
witnesses. 

ROADS TO RUIN: EXAMINING THE 
IMPACTS OF REMOVING NATIONAL 
FOREST ROADLESS PROTECTIONS 
Committee on Natural Resources: Subcommittee on Na-
tional Parks, Forests, and Public Lands held a hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Roads to Ruin: Examining the Impacts 
of Removing National Forest Roadless Protections’’. 
Testimony was heard from Christopher French, Dep-

uty Chief, National Forest System, U.S. Forest Serv-
ice, Department of Agriculture; Kyle Moselle, Asso-
ciate Director, Office of Project Management and 
Permitting, Alaska Department of Natural Re-
sources, Anchorage, Alaska; and public witnesses. 

UNITED STATES EXPORT FINANCE 
AGENCY ACT OF 2019 
Committee on Rules: Full Committee concluded a hear-
ing on H.R. 4863, the ‘‘United States Export Fi-
nance Agency Act of 2019’’. The Committee grant-
ed, by record vote of 9–3, a structured rule pro-
viding for consideration of H.R. 4863, the ‘‘United 
States Export Finance Agency Act of 2019’’. The 
rule provides one hour of general debate on the bill 
equally divided and controlled by the chair and 
ranking minority member of the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. The rule waives all points of order 
against consideration of the bill. The rule provides 
that an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
consisting of the text of Rules Committee Print 
116–36 shall be considered as adopted and the bill, 
as amended, shall be considered as read. The rule 
waives all points of order against provisions in the 
bill, as amended. The rule makes in order only those 
amendments printed in the Rules Committee report 
accompanying the resolution. Each such amendment 
may be offered only in the order printed in the re-
port, may be offered only by a Member designated 
in the report, shall be considered as read, shall be 
debatable for the time specified in the report equally 
divided and controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division of the ques-
tion. The rule waives all points of order against the 
amendments printed in the report. The rule provides 
one motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. The rule amends House Resolution 6 to ex-
tend the Select Committee on the Modernization of 
Congress until the conclusion of the One Hundred 
Sixteenth Congress. The rule provides that House 
Resolution 661 and House Resolution 693 are here-
by adopted. The rule provides that a motion to dis-
charge House Concurrent Resolution 70 shall be in 
order on November 21, 2019, if offered by Rep-
resentative Gabbard, with 20 minutes of debate 
equally divided and controlled by Representative 
Gabbard and an opponent. The rule provides that 
the provisions of section 7 of the War Powers Reso-
lution shall not apply during the remainder of the 
One Hundred Sixteenth Congress to House Concur-
rent Resolution 70. 
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STRENGTHENING TRANSPARENCY OR 
SILENCING SCIENCE? THE FUTURE OF 
SCIENCE IN EPA RULEMAKING 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Strengthening Trans-
parency or Silencing Science? The Future of Science 
in EPA Rulemaking’’. Testimony was heard from 
Jennifer Orme-Zavaleta, Principal Deputy Assistant 
Administrator for Science, Office of Research and 
Development, Environmental Protection Agency; and 
public witnesses. 

KEEPING OUR SIGHTS ON MARS PART 2: 
STRUCTURING A MOON-MARS PROGRAM 
FOR SUCCESS 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology: Sub-
committee on Space and Aeronautics held a hearing 
entitled ‘‘Keeping Our Sights on Mars Part 2: Struc-
turing a Moon-Mars Program for Success’’. Testi-
mony was heard from public witnesses. 

UPSKILLING THE MEDICAL WORKFORCE: 
OPPORTUNITIES IN HEALTH INNOVATION 
Committee on Small Business: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Upskilling the Medical Workforce: 
Opportunities in Health Innovation’’. Testimony was 
heard from public witnesses. 

AMTRAK NOW AND INTO THE FUTURE 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Railroads, Pipelines, and Hazardous 
Materials held a hearing entitled ‘‘Amtrak Now and 
Into the Future’’. Testimony was heard from Nancy 
Nathanson, Representative, State Legislature, Or-
egon; Stacey Mortensen, Executive Director, San Joa-
quin Joint Powers Authority, Stockton, California; 
and public witnesses. 

REVIEW OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION 
CURRENT FACILITIES AND FUTURE SPACE 
NEEDS 
Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure: Sub-
committee on Economic Development, Public Build-
ings, and Emergency Management held a hearing en-
titled ‘‘Review of Smithsonian Institution Current 
Facilities and Future Space Needs’’. Testimony was 
heard from Lonnie G. Bunch III, Secretary, Smithso-
nian Institution. 

HIJACKING OUR HEROES: EXPLOITING 
VETERANS THROUGH DISINFORMATION 
ON SOCIAL MEDIA 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs: Full Committee held a 
hearing entitled ‘‘Hijacking our Heroes: Exploiting 
Veterans through Disinformation on Social Media’’. 
Testimony was heard from public witnesses. 

IMPEACHMENT INQUIRY: AMBASSADOR 
WILLIAM B. TAYLOR AND MR. GEORGE 
KENT 
Permanent Select Committee on Intelligence: Full Com-
mittee held a hearing entitled ‘‘Impeachment In-
quiry: Ambassador William B. Taylor and Mr. 
George Kent’’. Testimony was heard from William 
B. Taylor, Chargé d’Affaires Ad Interim, Ukraine, 
Department of State; and George Kent, Deputy As-
sistant Secretary for European and Eurasian Affairs, 
Department of State. 

Joint Meetings 
THE ECONOMIC OUTLOOK 
Joint Economic Committee: Committee concluded a 
hearing to examine the economic outlook, after re-
ceiving testimony from Jerome H. Powell, Chair, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System. 

f 

COMMITTEE MEETINGS FOR THURSDAY, 
NOVEMBER 14, 2019 

(Committee meetings are open unless otherwise indicated) 

Senate 
Committee on Energy and Natural Resources: to hold hear-

ings to examine the nomination of Dan R. Brouillette, of 
Texas, to be Secretary of Energy, 10:30 a.m., SD–366. 

Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs: 
to hold hearings to examine the nomination of Peter 
Gaynor, of Rhode Island, to be Administrator of the Fed-
eral Emergency Management Agency, Department of 
Homeland Security, 9:30 a.m., SD–342. 

Committee on the Judiciary: business meeting to consider 
the nominations of Patrick J. Bumatay, of California, to 
be United States Circuit Judge for the Ninth Circuit, 
Lawrence VanDyke, of Nevada, to be United States Cir-
cuit Judge for the Ninth Circuit, Philip M. Halpern, to 
be United States District Judge for the Southern District 
of New York, Bernard Maurice Jones II, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western District of Okla-
homa, and Barbara Bailey Jongbloed, to be United States 
District Judge for the District of Connecticut, 10 a.m., 
SD–226. 

Committee on Rules and Administration: to hold an over-
sight hearing to examine the Smithsonian Institution; to 
be immediately followed by a hearing to examine the 
nomination of Hugh Nathanial Halpern, of Virginia, to 
be Director of the Government Publishing Office, 10 
a.m., SR–301. 

Committee on Small Business and Entrepreneurship: to hold 
hearings to examine noncompete agreements and Amer-
ican workers, 10 a.m., SR–428A. 

Select Committee on Intelligence: to receive a closed brief-
ing on certain intelligence matters, 2 p.m., SH–219. 
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House 
Committee on Agriculture, Subcommittee on Livestock 

and Foreign Agriculture, hearing entitled ‘‘Safeguarding 
American Agriculture from Wild, Invasive, and Non-Na-
tive Species’’, 10 a.m., 1300 Longworth. 

Committee on Appropriations, Subcommittee on Military 
Construction, Veterans Affairs, and Related Agencies, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Office of Accountability and Whistle-
blower Protection’s Failures at VA’’, 10 a.m., 2362–A 
Rayburn. 

Committee on the Budget, Full Committee, hearing enti-
tled ‘‘The Economic Outlook: The View from the Federal 
Reserve’’, 10 a.m., 210 Cannon. 

Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on 
Consumer Protection and Commerce, markup on H.R. 
3851, the ‘‘Travel Promotion, Enhancement, and Mod-
ernization Act of 2019’’; and H.R. 4779, to extend the 
Undertaking Spam, Spyware, And Fraud Enforcement 
With Enforcers beyond Borders Act of 2006, and for 
other purposes, 9:30 a.m., 2123 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Communications and Technology, 
hearing entitled H.R. 4229, the ‘‘Broadband Deployment 
Accuracy and Technological Availability Act’’; H.R. 
4227, the ‘‘Mapping Accuracy Promotes Services Act’’; 
H.R. 5000, the ‘‘Studying How to Harness Airwave Re-
sources Efficiently Act of 2019’’; H.R. 4998, the ‘‘Secure 
and Trusted Communications Networks Act’’; H.R. 
4461, the ‘‘Network Security Information Sharing Act of 
2019’’; H.R. 2881, the ‘‘Secure 5G and Beyond Act of 
2019’’; H.R. 4500, the ‘‘Promoting United States Wire-
less Leadership Act of 2019’’; H. Res. 575, expressing the 
sense of the House of Representatives that all stakeholders 
in the deployment of 5G communications infrastructure 
should carefully consider and adhere to the recommenda-
tion of ‘‘The Prague Proposals’’; and H.R. 5035, the 
‘‘Television Viewer Protection Act’’, 11:30 a.m., 2123 
Rayburn. 

Committee on Financial Services, Full Committee, con-
tinue markup on H.R. 2445, the ‘‘Self-Employed Mort-
gage Act’’; H.R. 3490, the ‘‘Small Business Lending Fair-
ness Act’’; H.R. 3948, the ‘‘Debt Collection Practices 
Harmonization Act’’; H.R. 4403, the ‘‘Stop Debt Collec-
tion Abuse Act’’; H.R. 5021, the ‘‘Ending Debt Collec-
tion Harassment Act of 2019’’; H.R. 2398, to amend the 
United States Housing Act of 1937 and title 38, United 
States Code, to expand eligibility for the HUD–VASH 
program, to direct the Secretary of Veterans Affairs to 
submit annual reports to the Committees on Veterans’ 
Affairs of the Senate and House of Representatives regard-
ing homeless veterans, and for other purposes; H.R. 
5003, the ‘‘Fair Debt Collection Practices for 
Servicemembers Act’’; H.R. 5001, the ‘‘Non-Judicial 
Foreclosure Debt Collection Clarification Act’’; and H.R. 
5013, the ‘‘Small Business Fair Debt Collection Protec-
tion Act’’, 10 a.m., 2128 Rayburn. 

Committee on Foreign Affairs, Subcommittee on Africa, 
Global Health, Global Human Rights, and International 
Organizations, hearing entitled ‘‘The U.S. Policy in the 
Sahel Region’’, 2 p.m., 2172 Rayburn. 

Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittee on Crime, 
Terrorism, and Homeland Security, hearing entitled ‘‘The 
Administration of Bail by State and Federal Courts: A 
Call for Reform’’, 10 a.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Courts, Intellectual Property, and the 
Internet, hearing entitled ‘‘Examining the Use of ‘‘Snap’’ 
Removals to Circumvent the Forum Defendant Rule’’, 2 
p.m., 2141 Rayburn. 

Committee on Natural Resources, Subcommittee on Energy 
and Mineral Resources, hearing on H.R. 4248, the ‘‘Sur-
face Mining Control and Reclamation Act Amendments 
of 2019’’, 10 a.m., 1324 Longworth. 

Subcommittee on Water, Oceans, and Wildlife, hear-
ing entitled ‘‘Oversight of NOAA’s Report on Illegal, 
Unreported, and Unregulated Fishing’’, 2 p.m., 1324 
Longworth. 

Committee on Oversight and Reform, Full Committee, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Examining State Efforts to Undermine 
Access to Reproductive Health Care’’, 2 p.m., 2154 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Science, Space, and Technology, Full Com-
mittee, markup on H.R. 4979, the ‘‘Rural STEM Edu-
cation Act’’; H.R. 4704, the ‘‘Advancing Research to Pre-
vent Suicide Act’’; and H.R. 4990, the ‘‘Election Tech-
nology Research Act’’, 10 a.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Subcommittee on Energy, hearing entitled ‘‘Water and 
Geothermal Power: Unearthing the Next Wave of Energy 
Innovation’’, 2 p.m., 2318 Rayburn. 

Committee on Small Business, Subcommittee on Rural 
Development, Agriculture, Trade, and Entrepreneurship, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Assessing the Government’s Role in 
Serving Rural American Small Businesses (Part One)’’, 10 
a.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

Full Committee, hearing entitled ‘‘A Fair Playing 
Field? Investigating Big Tech’s Impact on Small Busi-
ness’’, 1 p.m., 2360 Rayburn. 

Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure, Sub-
committee on Coast Guard and Maritime Transportation, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Commercial and Passenger Vessel Safe-
ty: Challenges and Opportunities’’, 2 p.m., 2167 Ray-
burn. 

Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, Subcommittee on Tech-
nology Modernization, hearing entitled ‘‘Cybersecurity 
Challenges and Cyber Risk Management at the Depart-
ment of Veterans Affairs’’, 10 a.m., HVC–210. 

Committee on Ways and Means, Full Committee, hearing 
entitled ‘‘Caring for Aging Americans’’, 10 a.m., 1100 
Longworth. 

Select Committee on the Climate Crisis, Full Committee, 
hearing entitled ‘‘Member Day’’, 1:30 p.m., 1300 Long-
worth. 
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Next Meeting of the SENATE 

10 a.m., Thursday, November 14 

Senate Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Senate will continue consider-
ation of the nomination of Steven J. Menashi, of New 
York, to be United States Circuit Judge for the Second 
Circuit, post-cloture, and vote on confirmation of the 
nomination at 1:45 p.m. 

Next Meeting of the HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

10 a.m., Thursday, November 14 

House Chamber 

Program for Thursday: Consideration of H.R. 4863— 
United States Export Finance Agency Act of 2019 (Sub-
ject to a Rule). 
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